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of writing the text of the Bill is not available, but a prefatory 
memorandum has been issued in advance, from which its objects 
sufficiently appear. It will extend the principal Act to tenants 
for life, so as to enable them to execute their powers by attorney, 
and will remove doubts as to the application of the Act to per- 
sonal representatives. There are also provisions for protecting 
third parties against the revocation of the power of attorney, and 
for enabling trustees of a settlement to act for an infant tenant for 
life on war service, notwithstanding that it may be uncertain 
whether he is still livine. 
The Penal Provisions of the Munitions of War Act’ 
Ir may be hoped that the South Wales mining dispute will be 
arranged without recourse to actual proceedings under the 
Munitions of War Act, 1915, but the Government has promptly 
taken powers to put the Act in force by issuing a Proclamation 
under section 3, applying Part I. of the Act to the existing 
difference. This means that the difference, if not determined 
by the parties, will in due course be reported to the Board of 
Trade; and the Board, if it cannot 
difference, will refer it for settlement as provided in sect. 1. 
Meanwhile there should be no lock-out or strike, and any person 
who takes part in a strike is liable to a penalty not exceeding £5 
a day. The provisions of the Act as to recovery of the penalty 
are a little complicated, and they appear to have produced some 
A distinction has to be 
-in which class a 


secure a settlement of the 


confusion in the newspaper comments. 
made between offences under the Act generally 
strike falls—and offences against rezulatvons 
applicable to controlled establishments under Part Il. A fine for 
any offence under the Act is recoverable only before a Munitions 
Tribunal (sect, 14 (2)); but these may be of two classes—the first 
with jurisdiction to deal with all offences and matters under 
the Act, and the only with 
applicable to controlled establishments (sect. 15). 

is imposed for breach of such there 
imprisonment for non-payment, but the fine may be recovered by 
deduction from wages, or other available means (sect. 15 (4)); 
but for other offences the re is ne su h prohibition. At present 
the only provision is that referved to above, which makes the 
fine recoverable only before the Munitions Tribunal, and this 
alone would But under 
section 15 (3) rules may be made applying any of the provisions 
of the Summary Jurisdiction Acts, and thus the provisions of the 
Summary Jurisdiction Acts, 1848 and 1879, can made 
applicable for ordering imprisonment in default of payment. But 
This, at least, is our reading of the 


prohibited 


regulations 
Where a fine 


le 


second breaches of 


regulations, cannot 


not give power of imprisonment. 


be 
rules must first be made 
new Statute, 


The Second German Noteon ‘‘The Lusitania.” 


WE HAVE always attempted to treat the public documents 
put forward by Germany in defence of her conduct of the war 
at sea with proper consideration. The time has long gone by 
when either Great Britain or Germany professed to be follow- 
ing the accepted rules—the British Order in Council of 11th 
March prohibiting commerce with Germany was expressed to be 
by way of retaliation—and it is not alwrys easy to follow the 
course of events. The last German Reply to the United States 
on the sinking of The Lusilania (Times, 12th inst.) opens with 
professions of regard for the principles of humanity, and it 
recalls that both the United States and Germany have advocated 
the abolition of the right of capture at sea. Doubtless this was so 
before Germany built a navy, but since then she bas altered 
her tone on this point. As regards the conduct of war generally, 
the Note says :-—“‘ Germany has likewise been always tenacious 
of the principle that war should be conducted against 
the armed and organized forces of an enemy country, but that 
the enemy civilian population must be spared as far as possible 
from the measures of war.” With Belgium in mind, 
and the fate of a multitude of fishing vessels and their 
crews——not to speak of other matters--the passage sets 


an obvious mark of insincerity on the whole Note; but that 
does not necessarily affect such definite justification as it may 
be possible to extract from it. 


There fol!ows a passage about 








securing the freedom of the seas which, however, has nothing to 
do with the case of The Lusitania. We are not aware that 
Great Britain has ever acted on any other theory than that the 
high seas are free toall naticus. This, of course, is not at variance 
with the fact that in the present war the seas have been closed 
to German ships, or that certain restrictions have been placed on 
neutral vessels. Such restrictions are a consequence of the wa 
which does not affect Germany, but which has to be arranged 
as tactfully as possible with neutral States. 


The Course of the Maritime War. 

BuT LEAVING generalities, the German Note summarizes the 
various acts on the part of Great Britain of which she complains 
It mentions the declaration last November of the North Sea as 
a war area, and the statement of the Prime Minister in the House 
of Commons in the same month that it was one of England's 
principal tasks to prevent food for the German population from 
reaching Germany via neutral ports; and the British policy since 
March of stopping all supplies to Germany. “The German 
people is to be given the choice of perishing from starvation with 
its women and children or of relinquishing its independence.” 
This is correct enough as regards Great Britain’s conduct, though 
as regards Mr. ASQUITH’S statement in the House of Commons 
on 16th November, the reference to the population generally 
was probably a slip. In any case it went beyond any claim 
Great Britain then actually made or could make to cut off 
supplies intended for the civil population. This is, perhaps, the 
one good point made by the German Note. But its general 
indictment of British policy is falsified by the fact that it omits 
to mention the initial violation by Germany of the principles of 
humanity by scattering mincs indiscriminately inthe North Sea 
on trade routes. The declaration of the North Sea as a war 
zone came as an answer to this initial barbarity. Germany 
repl.ed by sinking British merchant ships without providing for 
the safety of the crews, and by the Berlin decree of 8th February 
she declared all the seas surrounding Great Britain and Ireland 
as a war area and carried on in that area the promiscuous 
destruction of merchant ships of hostile and neutral States. 
Finally came—-and this time, as pointed out above, expressly by 
way of retaliation—the “blockade” of Germany under the 
Order in Council of 11th March (ante, p. 352; Manual of Emer- 
gency Legislation, Supplement No. 3, p. 513). Not an effective 
blockade in the old sense ; this has been rendered impracticable 
by mines and submarines; but the effective controlling by 
erui-er “cordon” of all passages to and from Germany by sea. 


The Blockade of Germany. 

Since THE Order in Council of 11th March, there has, of 
course, been a definite attempt to stop supplies from proceeding 
directly ot indirectly to Germany, though its efficacy is to some 
extent interfered with by the necessity of respecting the trade 
between neutral countries. And, taking the matter broadly, 
this is entirely by way of retaliation against the mede of the 
use of submarines by Germany. Germany, on the other hand, 
declares that the use of submarines against merchant vessels is 
a reply to our attempt to starve her population. On the facts 
the German argument is wrong, and we need not labour the 
point. The violations of the principles of humanity—including 
the original springing of the war on Europe-—have been through- 
out on her side. Initially, Great Britain had no right to bring 
pressure to bear on the German civil population except by an 
effective blockade, aud no effective blockade was possible. The 
conduct of Germany herself bas reieased Great Britain from 
that restriction, and bas placed in her hands what ought to be 
one of the most effective and merciful means of bringing the 
war toanend. Whether the pressure has begun to tell, there 
seems to be no reliable means of information; but it will 
tell in time, and it offers a welcome alternative to the sacrifice 
of life in the field. The actual sinking of The Lusitania and 
the drowning of her passengers and crew is justified in the 
German Note on the ground that the safety of the submarine 
was at stake. ‘The fallacy of this is sufficiently obvious ; it needs 
no comment. We have read the chorus of scorn with which the 
Note has been greeted in the United States. It is sufficient for 
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us to expres surprise that it could have been put forward as a 
serious document in the controversy. The real reason obviously 
is that Germany’s only resource at sea lies in the submarine, and 
her Government is indifferent to violations of principles of 
humanity provided the submarine can be made effective. But 
this imperils neutrals as well as belligerents, and it remains to be 
seen how the United States will reconcile Germany’s claim to 
respect the principles of humanity with her actual conduct of 
war. 


The Supply of Cotton tec Germany. 


AN INTERESTING debate took place in the House of Commons 
on Mouday with reference to the supply of cotton to Germany. 
Cotton, it is now generally known, is an essential ingredient in 
many explosives, as well as of general use for military purposes, 
and its importation into the countries near Germany in the 
Baltic has enormously increased in the past few months. The 
inference coumonly drawn is that Germany is obtaining her 
supplies through these countries, and, therefore, indirectly from 
(reat Britain and the United States and other exporting countries. 
There are several ways of preventing or impeding this result. 
One is to declare cotton contraband. Under the Declaration of 
London it would be necessary to declare it absolute contraband, 
so a8 to attract the doctrine of continuous voyage, and enable it 
to be seized though consigned to a neutral country; but 
onder the modifications introduced by the Order in 
Council of 29th October (ante, p. 46; Manual of Emergency 
Legislation, Supplement No. 2, p. 78), this doctrine 
is, in effect, applied to conditional contraband also. Hence 
it would apparently be sufficient to place cotton on the 
conditional contraband list. In 1904, during the Russo-Japanese 
War, Russia, which had at first declared raw cotton to be 
absolute contraband, afterwards, in deference to the British 
protest, transferred it to the conditional list. But there would 
be difficulty in Great Britain now placing it on the list of 
contraband at all, since last October she gave definite assurances 
to the United States Government that it would not be treated 
as contraband ; it was on the free list and would so remain, 
Another course is to rely on the prohibition of traffic with 
Germany under tte Order in Council of 11th March. This not 
only probibits direct trading to German ports, but it applies to 
vessels sailing to other ports “carrying goods with an enemy 
destination or which are enemy property ” ; and any such vessel 
may be required to discharge at a British or allied port. 
The Government appear to have thought at first that this 
would be efficacious to stop supplies to Germany, while not 
interfering with neutral zountries. But apparently the phrase 
“enemy destination ” has not been precise enough, and it may 
be guessed that cotton has got through to neutral countries and 
then been re-exported to Germany, because the ultimate enemy 
destination could not be proved. Recently a further step was 
taken hy the passing of the Customs (Exportation Restriction) 
Act, 1915 (printed elsewhere), and power was given to prohibit 
the exportation of articles to any country unless consigned to 
an authorized consignee. Under this statute a Proclamation has 
been issued (ante, p. 600) prohibiting the exportation of all 
articles to the Netherlands unless consigned to the Netherlands 
Oversea Trust. We gather that it has been arranged that goods 
so consigned shall not be sent on to Germany. In the House 
of Commons, Lord Ronert Cecit said that th’s applied to all 
cotton going into Holland, but we do not see how the Proclama 
tion can have thisinterpretation. It relates only to exports from 
Great Britain. It thus appears that the question of cutting off 
from Germany all supplies of cottcn is involved, practically and 
legally, in a good deal of difficulty—a position which is not 
perhaps realized by those who call for this result being immediately 
reached. All that can safely be said is that the measures taken 
ae Government are gradually approximating to the desired 
end, 


The Government of ‘“ Bothaland.” 

THE SURRENDER of all German South-West Africa to General 
Born, and the terms of capitulation drawn up, remind the 
student of our Constitutional Law of numerous analogous sur- 





renders which took place during the Napoleonic War--notably 
those of Cape Colony, British Guiana, and Trinidad. All of 
these colonies surrendered to British Admirals, and were 
guaranteed by the Articles of Capitulation the free enjoyment of 
civic liberties and their own common law. A territory so 
acquired by England in times of war goes through three stages : 
(1) military occupation until the close of the war or its formal 
annexation to the British Crown, whichever event first happens ; 
(2) thereafter, civil administration as a conquered country by 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies unt | a charter of Govern- 
ment and a constitution has been conferred upon it; and (3) 
thereafter, government as a Crown Colony or a self governing 
colony, as the case may be, in accordance with the terms of the 
constitution. Sometimes territories annexed or conquered 
und:rgo a fourth stage, intermediate between the first and the 
second, namely, administration as a temporary protectorate by 
the Foreign Office. Such was the position of Uganda, Zanzibar, 
and East Africa until a recent date, and such is now the position 
of Egypt and the Soudan. From the point of view of consti- 
tutional law the great change tikes place when a conquered or 
annexed territory passes from the contro! of military authorities 
(in time of war) or the Foreign Office (in time of peace) to the 
sphere of the Colonial Office. For under the War Office or 
Foreign Office the territories are not technically those of the 
Crown ; the lands do not belong to the King, and the popula- 
tion are not his subjects. Hence, at this stage, there is no 
appeal to the Judicial Committee, no redress in the law courts 
for “ Acts of State” committed by the Government against the 
population ; and Mayna Carla has no application to the territory 
(Hemchand Davchand y. Azam Sakarlal, 1906, A.C. 212). But 
the moment that occupied territories have been formally 
annexed to the Crown, very different principles apply ; the land 
is now British and its inhabitants British subjects ; a right of 
appeal to the Privy Council automatically arises ; and the right 
of the Crown to legislate as it pleases is cut down by certain 
recognized rules. Magna Carta becomes part of the law of the 
colony ; laws enacted by the Crown which infringe the funda- 
mental principles of the British Constitution are ulfra vires and 
void ; and exclusive privileges of trade or monopoly cannot be 
given to individuals (Campbell v. Hall, 1774, 20 State Trials, 
239, at p. 323). Where acolony, instead of being conquered, is 
acquired by settiement a) inifio among savage races, no formal 
annexation is required ; the Crown retains its rights to legislate 
for, and administer justice to, its subjects settled ‘in such no 
man’s land (Campbell vy. Hall, per Lord MANSFIELD, at p. 287; 
Adv.-Gien. of Bengal v. Ranee Surnomoye Dussee, 1862, 9 Moore’s 
Ind. App. 387). Whatever the ultimate fate of Bothaland may 
be, it seems certain that, until the close of the present war, it will 
remain technically German territory in the military occupation 
of our forces, and subject to martial law administered in accord- 
ance with the Articles of Capitulation. 


Costs of King’s Proctor. 

In Kennard v. Kennard (reported elsewhere) BARGRAVE DEANR, 
J., refused to carry the rule which*imposes on a husband his 
wife’s costsin divorce proceedings to the point of making bim 
liable for her costs to the King’s Proctor when the latter inter- 
venes to quash a divorce she has obtained by shameless conceal- 
ment (as the learned Judge put it) of the fact that she has been 
living in open and flagrant adultery, and by falsely alleging 
statutory desertion against her husband, who had not defended 
suit. The general rule applies as between husband and wife, be 
she guilty or innocent, respondent or petitioner, unless he can 
shew that she has adequate separate estate. Now, section 7 
of the Matrimonial Causes Act, 1860, which empowers the 
King’s Proctor to intervene, provides that the Court may order 
the costs of the intervention to be paid by any party he thinks 
fit, including a wife, “if she have separate property.” This 
would seem to leave on the husband liability—in the absence of 
separate property vested in his wife—even for the costs of a suc- 
cessful intervention by the King’s Proctor. But section 2 of the 
Matrimonial Causes Act, 1878, gives the Courta wider discretion 
where the conflict is between wife and this official, and in 
this case the Court of Appeal has held that the Conrt has 
absolute discretion as to costs (King's Proctor v. Carter, 1910, P, 
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151). This latter decision Mr. Justice BARGRAVE DEANE 
followed, and imposed the costs on the wife herself, not on any 
ground of the injustice to the husband of imposing on him this 
burden, but because of the necessity (real or supposed) of dis- 
couraging in the public interes: the attempt to obtain divorces by 
persons who have themselves committed adultery in cireum- 
stances disentitling them from relief. 


Counsel's Conference Fees. 

THE QUESTION as to the proper fee for solicitors to pay to 
counsel on a double conference, namely, as to whether the fee 
should be £2 7s. or £2 12s., has, we understand, been recently con 
siiered by the Council of the Incorporated Law Society, who have 
decided that the proper sum to be paid to counsel, for a double 
conference, is £2 12s., namely, twice £1 6s., and that this 
decision of the Council will be notified in the next number of the 
It is stated that this is now the existing 


Society's Gazette. 
practice in the Taxing Masters’ Offices, whatever may have 


previously been the practice with regard thereto, some Masters 
having, apparently, only allowed £1 6s., plus £1 1s., for a double 
conference, whereas other Masters have allowed £2 12s. It is 
important for solicitors to know exactly what is the proper fee 
to be paid to counsel on a double conference or consultation. 








Emergency Legislation of France. 


By Maurice Tutry, Avocat du Barreau de Paris, Barrister at- 
Law (Middle Temple), and RicHarp Kuna, of London, 
Solicitor of the Supreme Court, England. 


First SUPPLEMENT (a). 
611.) 


Lankrupteies and Liquidations.—(Ordinance of 21st August, 
1914). The first section of this Ordinance sets out the rule 
already enacted in the law of 5th August, 1914, by which no 
action taken at the request of the Public Prosecutor is to be 
brought against persons on active service. This rule is, under 
the above section, made applicable to bankruptey matters and 
liquidations under the supervision of the Court. As to persons 
who are not on active service, bankruptey proceedings may be 
taken against them ; but if a composition seheme is accepted and 
approved by the Court, it is open to the Court to declare that 
the debtor shall not be described as bankrupt. The effect of 
this declaration will not only bear on the debtor's moral and 
social standing, but also release him from some of the disabilities 
which attach to bankruptey, even when a composition scheme 
has been accepted and approved. Another provision is made 
hy the same Ordinance, also with a view to shewing greater 
lenieney to debtors on account of the present circumstances. It 
is in respect of liquidation under supervision of the Court. 
Liquidation is a mitigated form of bankruptey which does not 
involve either the same disrepute or disqualifications as does 
bankruptey. It is granted within a fortnight from the day 
when the debtor has become unable to pay his debts. Under 
section 3 of the Ordinance the liquidation can be granted even 
it applied for after a fortnight. The previsions of the Code of 
Conmerce and the law of 4th of March, 1889, in respect of 
] guidation under supervision of the court, as to time for credi 
tors meetings and proving claims, are not to apply for 
the present; but the times for holding meetings or proving 
debts are to be determined in each case by the Court azcording 
to circumstances, 

Aithough technically one may question whether this Ordi- 
nance amounts to an exception to the judicial and other mora 
toria, for practical purposes it is very much like one. How- 
ever, the moratory provision’ are not to be ignored altogether, 
and a bankruptey petition cannot be filed in respect of debte 
to which the moratorium applies. Probably it is only very 
simple bankruptey matters which can thus be dealt with, as it 
seems that proceedings connected with the bavkruptey, such 
a8 disputed elaine, or at all events claims against the bankrupt's 
debtors, are to have the benefit of the judicial moratorium. 


(Continued from page 








Marketable Securities (Loss of in consequence of the war). Law of 
4th April, 1915.—Provision is made by this law for the pro 
tection of the owners of marketable securities lost or destroyed 
in consequence of the war. Its application is thus limited, and 
in case of loss or destruction happening otherwise than in con- 
sequence of the war, the rules already in existence under the 
laws of 15th June, 1872, and &th February, 1902, still obiain. 
It would be beyond the scope of this article to give a full account 
of this lengthy enactment. It will be sufficient for the present 
purpose to set out its main provisions. 

As to French Bearer Bonds, the owner is by registered letter, 
with certificate of delivery, to give notice to the debtor company, 
corporation, &c., of the loss, and to state the circumstances 
thereof, the full names and address of the owner, and other 
miscellaneous information likely to assist in identifying the lost 
securities. The effect of this notice and statement is that, during 
the period of the war and six months thereafter, the debtor is 
restrained from paying to any one other than the claimant, and 
it enables the claimant under certain conditions to receive pay- 
ment of tlie interest or dividends. A duplicate of this letter is 
to be sent in the same way to the Syndicat des Agents de 
Change (Stock Brokers Association) for advertisement. 

If the securities were deposited at a bank, the receipt is to be 
produced, or failing such receipt a certificate given by the bank 
stating that the securities referred to in the notice were deposited 
at the bank and have not been withdrawn. On such receipt or 
certificate being produced, as well as proper evidence, if required, 
as to the existence and identity of the bank, and provided no 
other claim is put forward, the payments of interest or dividends 
are to be made to the claimant three months after such interest 
or dividend has become due. Such payment is to be a valid dis- 
charge against third parties, who, in case payment has been 
made in breach of their rights, have no remedy against the 
debtor company, corporation, &c., but only against the claimant 
and the bank where the deposit was made. 

If, before payment is made, the securities or coupons are 
presented to the debtor by a third party, the debtor is to retain 
them on giving a receipt for the same, and to inform the 
claimant. The effect of the notice is then stayed until the 
watter has been disposed of either amicably or by judicial 
decision. If payment has been made and the coupons are re- 
covered later on, the claimant or the bank are to return them to 
the debtor. If they are not, provision is made as to the 
formalities which may be required in respect of the securities 
thus definitely lost. 

If the securities were not deposited at a bank, or if there is 
no receipt or certificate from the bank, then a certificate given 
either by the Juge de Paiz (a), or by the President of the Court, 
as the case may be, is required. Such certificate is to state the 
reasons fot which it is given, and, if thought advisable, the 
claimant may be ordered to give security as provided by 
section 4 of the lawof 15th June, 1872, as altered by the law of 
8th February, 1902. On such certificate being produced, and 
provided no other claim is put forward, payment of the interest 
or dividend is made three months after such interest or dividend 
has become due. Such payment is to bea valid discharge 
against third parties, who have an action only against the persons 
who received payment. The other provisions in case another 
claim is put forward, or as to the recovery of coupons, are the 
same as above. 

With regard to nominative certificates (}) and nominative certi- 
ficates of bearer bonds, the owner is to give notice by registered 
letter to the debtor, and payments of coupons or delivery of fresh 
certificates are to be made in accordance with the rules in force 
(statutes) governing the debtor company or corporation. Within 
six months after the end of the war, the claimant, if he has lost 
the possession of his securities, is to enter an opposition (notice ot 
restraint) with the Syndicat des Agents de Change and with the 
debtor company or corporation, in conformity with the provi- 


(a) the French “Juge de Paix ” has a jurisdiction which is for many 
similar to that of an Engiish County Cou t Judge than to that of s 
Peace. 

(6) The French idea of a share in a Company is different from the English ides. 
The French idea is that the certificate is the share, nod that it ts merely a recognition 
of the existence of a share held by a particular person. A nominative certifica e 


urposes more 
Pastice of the 





(a) The previous articles are contained in the following numbers of the SOLICITORS’ 
JOURNAL, namely, those of 10th, 28rd, and 30th January, 1915, 





mentions the nawe of the holder, which is not the case in respect of a share to bearer. 
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sions of the law of 15th June, 1872, and 8th February, 1902, 
within the month next after the said period of six months. A 
special list setting out the number of the securities thus under 
opposition is vo be published by the Syndicat of the Paris Agents 
de Change. Such advertisement is to be equivalent to a notice 
given to any person alleging that he has a claim on such 
securities to enforce the same. If no claim is made within two 
years, the owner is to be entitled to payment, if payment has 
beeome due, or to a duplicate of bis bond. The former bonds 
are to become forfeited, and the rights which attached to them 


are then to attach to the duplicates, which wiil be negotiable under | 


the same conditions as the former bonds. A list of the forfeited 
bonds is to be advertised. 

The payment of the capital, or the delivery of the duplicate, 
in conformity with the above provisions is to be a valid discharge 
to the debtor company or corporation, and the holder of the 
former bond has no remedy except against the person who made 
the opposition if this was unjustifiable. If within the period of 
two years a third party produces the bond under opposition, the 
bond is to be retained by the debtor company or corporation, 
which is to give notice to the opposing party. The effect of the 
opposition is then stayed until the matter is disposed of either 
amicably or by a judicial decision. If, after the period of two 
years is over, the holder does not show that he has taken pro- 
ceedings to enforce his rights, the bond is to be delivered to the 
opposing party. 

The same rules apply in respect to foreign securities. The 
opposition is to be made at the Syndicat des Agents de Change, 
and at the head office of the bank or other undertaking which 
attends to the payment of coupons and dealings with the 
securities. Such banks or undertakings are to give notice to the 
States, companies or corporations whose agents they are, and to 
forward to them the list referred to above. The claimant who 
complies with the requisites herein provided is to continue to 
receive the interest and dividends under the conditions set out 
above. 

With regard to foreign securities, the coupons of which are 
paid in France or the dealings in which are attended to in France 
(Service des Titres), the notice is to be given to the head office of 
the bank or other undertaking.where such payments or services 
take place. 

The owner of securities lost in consequence of the war who 
fails to give the notice by registered letter, and to comply within 
the appointed time after the end of the war with the other 
requisites, is to lose the advantage of availing himself of the 
provisions of this law and will be entitled to proceed only under 
the laws of 15th June, 1872, and Sth February, 1902. 

Persons taking advaniage of the provisions of this Jaw in 
order to attempt fraudulently to receive money are to be liable 
to the penalties under section 405 of the Code Pénal for obtaining 
money under false pretenees (escrequerie). 





Reviews. 


ENCYCLOPADIA OF THE Laws oF Enctanp. Edited by Max 
Ropertson, Barrister-at-Law. SuPpPpLEMENT FOR THE YEAR 1914. 
By Bertram Jacors, LL.B., Barrister-at-Law. Sweet & Max 
well (Limited) ; W. Green & Son (Limited). 15s. 


The call of Captain Max Robertson to military duty has thrown 
upon Mr. Bertram Jacobs the preparation of this supplement. The 
volume, as the preparatory note informs us, is primarily intended 
to bring the present work up to the end of 1914. In respect, however, 
of reversals of the decisions reported during the year, and of the 
statutes and decisions relating to the war, it incorporates the legis 
lation and case law up to Easter. The result is to render the 
volume essentially a war number, and this is exemplified by the 
supplementary articles on Aliens, Contraband of War, and Prize ; 
and the articles on War and War (Emergency Legislation) are 
interesting and useful. The former contains a digest of the cases 
which have been decided in connection with the present war, and the 
latter gives a summary of the Emergency Legislation, both the 





Books of the Week. 

Smith’s Leading Cases,—Leading Cases, A Selection of 
Leading Cases on various Branches of the Law, with Notes. By 
Joun Wiiuram Smitu. The Twelfth Edition by Tuomas Writes 
Curry, Jonn Hersert Wittiams, LL.M., and Water Hussey 
|Grirritn, M.A., Barristers-at-Law. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 
| £3 15s. 

Bankruptcy.—The Law and Practice of Bankruptcy. By 
G. L. Harpy, Barrister-at-Law. Second Edition. Effingham 
Wilson. 2s. 6d, net. 

Criminal Law.—Criminal Appeal Cases—Reports of 
Cases in the Court of Criminal anal May 10th, 11th, 17th, 
June 7th, 14th, 1915. Edited by Herman Conen, Barrister-at-Law, 
Vol. XI., Part 8. Stevens & Haynes. 3s. net. 

Company Law.—Table A in the First Schedule to the 
Companies (Consolidation) Act, 1908, with Introduction, Notes and 
Comments. Second Edition. By D. G. Hemmant, Barrister-at- 
Law. Jordan & Sons(Limited), 1s. 6d. net. 


Correspondence. 
Lord Haldane. 


[7'o the Editor of the Selicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.| 

Sir,—As a very old subscriber to your journal [ must strongly 
protest against your continued praise of Lord Haldane, not merely 
as a lawyer but also as an English statesman. Your laudatory 
remarks about him in the latter capacity hurt, | am convinced, nine 
tenths of your legal circle, who will never again trust the ardent 
admirer of the Kaiser and his Kultur, who, as he now states, foresaw 
the danger of war tut never warned England of the peril ahead 
For such a man to have a voice in settling the terms of any peace 
would be a great national calamity. 

Forry YEARS’ SUBSCRIBER. 
July 12. 


| We should explain that our correspondent is not the same as “A 
Subscriber for Forty Years” whose letter appeared anfe, p. 528. 
What Lord Haldane and others ought to or might have done before 
the war is a contentious matter on which we do not desire to enter, 
We have already deprecated the assumption of correspondents that 
they speak for a certain majority. It may or may not be so. We 
cannot tell. Possibly we have extended our regard for Lord Haldane’s 
legal services—a matter in which solicitors are specially interested—to 
his other public capacities ; but the attack on him has been, so far 
as we are aware, purely a press attack, and we regret that it should 
have been continued after its object had, unfortunately—or, as some 
apparently think, fortunately—been attainel. We very willingly 
insert our correspondent’s letter, but do not desire to continue the 
discussion.— Ep. S../.] 


A Law Clerk’s V.C. 
[7'o the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 
Sir, —We were interested in reading the paragraph in your issue 
of the 10th instant, under the above heading, as we originally (in 
your issue of the 23rd January last) raised the question of compiling 
lists of solicitors’ clerks serving with H.M. Forces. 
We observe that you hint that there may have been practical 
reasons against the course being adopted, but the fact remains that 
when the matter was so mooted in January last there was not then 
forthcoming any suggestion of any reason why such a list could not 
be compiled. 
We certainly hope that the bravery of Lancé-Corporal Keyworth 
will cause the Law Society, even at this stage, to consider the 
compiling of such a list. ., 
Whatever difficulty can there be, as it merely means the sending 
by the Law Society of a registration form to each practising solicitor 
who would set out thereon the names of the members of his staff 
serving with the Colours ? 
Before leaving the subject we feel that our profession, as a whole, 
would like to know what the Law Society proposes to do in the way 
of official recognition of the fact that a solicitor’s clerk has gained 
the V.C.; and we cannot help thinking that we are voicing the 
feelings of the whole profession when we write that the Law Society 
should in some very material way recognise the distinction the 
profession has obtained by the bravery of Lance-Corporal Keyworth. 
> G. & J. W. Cnester. 
86, Newington Butts, S.E., July 14. 





Statutes and the Orders and Regulations under them. And in other 
respects the law is brought up to date ; thus the important changes 
as to income tax made by the Finance Act of last year are duly | 
noted. These annual supplements maintain in convenient form aad 


efficiency of the Encyclopedia. 





In the House of Commons on Monday, Sir J. Simon, replying to Mr. 
R. M’Neill, said that the number of alien enemies and persons of hostile 
origin or association interned during the past week was 1,140, and that 
the number repatriated was 573 
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An Epitome of Recent Decisions on 
the Workmen’s Compensation Act. 


By Arrnur L. B. Taesicer, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 
(Cases decided since the last Epitome, page 395 ) 


(1) DECISIONS ON THE WORDS ‘ACCIDENTS ARISING 
OUT OF, AND IN THE COURSE OF THE EMPLOY- 
MENT.” 

Blair & Co. (Limited) vy. Chilton CH.L.: Lords Loreburn, 
Parker, Sumner and Parmoor, 7th and llth May, 1915) 
Facts.—A lad was employed at a machine. He was working the 

machine sitting down, which was, to his knowledge, contrary to orders 

Another boy touched him on the shoulder; he turned round and was 

injured. If he had not been sitting down he would not have been 

injured. The county court judge held that the accident did not arise 
out of the employment The Court of Appeal reversed this decision 
Dectston.—The injury arose from the boy doing his work in the wrong 
way, and not from his doing it outside his sphere of employment, and he 
was therefore entitled to compensation. (Case reported SoLiciTors 

JourNnaL, 15th May, 1915, p. 474; W. N., 15th May, 1915, p. 203; Z. 7 

newspaper, 15th May, 1915, p. 48; L. J. newspaper, 23rd May, 1915 

p. 251.) 


Parker Vv The Owners of the Ship we Black Rock = (H L 
Lords Loreburn, Parker; Sumner, Parmoor and Wren 
bury, llth May, 1915) 


Facts A fireman was employed on a coasting steamer By the 
articles signed by him and the rest of the crew he had to provide his 
own provision On the 14th January, 19135. the steamer was moored 
alongside a pier at Newlyn; the fireman went ashore in the afternoon 
to buy provisions. The night was dark and stormy. On the followin 
morning his body vas found on the shore at the place where it was 


likely to have been washed up if he had fallen off the pier His widow 
claimed compensation, but the county court judge held that the accident 
did not arise out of the employment, and tne Court of Appeal (Evans 


P., dissenting), affirmed his decision 

i RCISION The accident did not arise out of the employme nt, but 
out of the fireman's need to have food, which was a necessity common 
to mankind (Case reported Sonterrons’ Journat, 15th May. 1915. 


p. 475; Time 12th May, 1915; 1915, A. C. 725; L. 7’. me wspaper, 15th 

May, 1915, p. 49; L. J. newspaper, 22nd May, 1915, p. 251.) 

Corbett v. H. S. 1 
M.R., Pickfor 


June, 1915) 


tt d& Uo. (C.A.: Lords Cozens-Hardy, 
1 and Warrington, L.JJ., 3rd and 4th 


Fact A miner fired e in the pit; a few minutes later another 
explosion occurred which caused his death. Evidence was given that he 
had been told by the foreman not to fire the holes until he returned 
The county court judge found that the miner was killed by the ex 
plosion of the second of two holes made and fired by him: but that in 
o doimg he ' mall hechence of peethe order and that there 


fore was not acting within the sphere of his empl winent 


Decision I here some evidence to justify the finding of th 
judve as to how the accident occurred: but he had not addressed him 
elf to the question whether the prohibition limited the miner's sphere 
f employment, or his conduct within that sphere. ‘There was no evi 
dence that the prohibition was a change of sphere, and therefore the 
accident arose out of the empk vment Appeal allowed. (From note 


, 
faken tn court 


McArdle v. Swansea Hlarhour Trust, Swansea (CA. : Lord 
Cozens-Hardy, M.R., Pickford and Warrington. L.JJ.. 
5th June, 1915) ; 

Facts A orkman, who had been emy ] ved by the re spondents for 
ten years, was pulling a box weighing 2 ewt. toward 


dead Poat-n 


him when he fell 


rlem examination she ved that death was caused by the 


rupture of an aneurism of the aorta Medical evidence was given 
that the continued strain of ten years’ work, and the walls of tne 
arteries gradually getting thinner, accounted for his death: that the 


strain in pulling the box forward was sufficient to cause the rupture 


and that the cause of his death was the ine itable termination of the 
clisease The county court judyze held that death was not due to an 
weident, but to long-stan ling heart disease 

Dercrtsion There was an accident within the decision in Fenton y 


Thork y & Co, (Limited) (1903, A. C. 443), and th judge misdirected 
himself on this point Appeal allowed (From note take nin cOurt 
Case report dL. 7 newspaper, 19th June, 1915 p 155.) 


Lane vy. Lustly d& Son (C.A Lord Cozens Hardy, M.R 
Pickford and Warrington, L.JJ , 9th June 1915) , 
Facts A lad of fourteen vears of age was emp! wed on 2 box 
cutting machine to manage the trucks bringing the wood: he ha l 
nothing to do with the maching ry. On a Saturday one of his employers 
seeing that he had nothing to do, told him to make himself useful; 
he therefore swept the shavin from the floor. On the Monday he 


| was again idle, no truck being ready, and another member of the firm 

told him to go and find a job. He started to remove dust from the 

blow-pipe; he slipped, and in falling forward put his hand against the 

| saw and was seriously injured. The county court judge said he 

| accepted the boy’s story, but held that the accident did not arise out 
of the employment. 

Deciston.—The employer's instructions meant that he was to do 
some work which was boy’s work and not obviously improper for him 
to do. What he did was within those instructions, and therefore he 
was entitled to compensation. (From note taken in court. Case r 
ported W. N., 26th June, 1915, p. 252; L. J. ee 26th Jun 
1915, p. 319; L. 7’. newspaper, 26th June, 1915, p. 81.) 

Proctor v. Owners of Steamship ** Serbino’’ (C.A Lord 
Cozens-Hardy, M.R., Pickford and Warrington, L.JJ., 
14th and 24th June, 1915). 

Facts.—A chief engineer of a ship on her second voyage, who was 
responsible for the working of the machinery of the ship, was troubled 
over some defect in the propeller. On the 15th June, 1913, he told 
the steward to call him the next morning at 5.40 a.m., although his 
watch did not begin until 8 a.m. The steward did so, and saw him 
shortly afterwards walking, in his working clothes, to the after part 
of the ship. He was never seen again. Evidence was given that it 
was possible to see the propeller by leaning over the rail at a certain 
part of tne deck. The county court judge held that the engineer was 
killed by accident arising out of and im the course of his employment 

Dectsion.—Very slight evidence is, on the authorities, sufficient to 
justify such an inference in the case of a seaman, and there was ey 
dence here to support the judge's finding (From note taken in court 
Case reported Sovicrrors’ JourNAL, 17th July, 1915, p. 629; Time 
25th June, 1915; W. N., 3rd July, 1915, p. 262; L. 7’. newspaper, Srd 
July, 1915, p- 209. ) 


| 
| 


| To be continued. | 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 
House of Lords. 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL v. CLODE AND OTHER3. 22:d, 27th 
and 29th April ; 4th and 6.1 May; 11th June. 


Lonpon Streer—Generat Line or Burtpincs—Buitpines Erectep on 
Forecourts Breyonp Genera Line as Derinep By Locat Act 
Power or Metrorotitan Boarp or Works To Vary GENERAL Line 
By ResoLtuTion—ABSENCE OF SUPERINTENDING ARcuHiTecT’s Certiri 
care—Estrorret—7 Geo. 4, c. cxut., s. 140—Metropotis MANAGEMEN' 
Act, 1862 (25 & 26 Vict. c. 102), ss. 75, 76—Lonpon Buitpine Act 
1894 (57 & 58 Vict. c. cexit.), ss. 22, 25, 27, 215, 216. 

The re pond: nis were ownel ol premises on the north side of the 
Kuston-road, a road laid out under a local Act (29 Geo. 2, c. 88), passed 
in the year 1756, which enacted that no building should be erected on 
new foundations tn the road within DO ft. of the highway, and that any 
buildings, if a0 erected, should be deemed common nuisances. The 
provisions of the Act were renewed from time to time, and in 1862 st 
was provided, by section 75 of the Metropolis Management Act, that» 
huidding should, without the consent in writing of the Vetropolitan 
Board of Works, be erected beyond the yi neral line of buildings, if th 
distance of that line from the highway did not eaceed Mf. Belo 
1862 an almost continuous row of huddings hud heen erected about 
5O it. back from the highway, and another row of buildings had heen 
erected upon the forecourts, the frontage-tine of such new buildings 
adjoining the footway, and being only 11 ft. from the kerb. In 1867 
the Metropolitan Board of Works passed a resolution in order to obtain 
uniformity in the buildings in this part of the road, enabling all persons 
interested to build up to that frontage without restriction as to height, 
but no certificate was given by their superintending architect that th 
11 ft. line wae the gene a line of buildin fs. The superintendiangy 
architect of the London ¢ ounty Councd had rece nily certified that t/ 
building line was the old SO ft. line. 

Held, that the sanction given by the local authority in 1867 w 
invalid, and that it was now competent for the London County Council 
to disregard what had been thus authorized and approved aa the general 
budding line: that the huilding line wa till the original line a 
defined in the certificate « f their superintending architect, and that such 
houses as had been erected in front of that line could be disregarded 
and were liable to be treated as common nuisancea 

Decision of Divisional Court (Lush, J. dissenting) (reported 108 
L. T. 110, 11 L. G. RB. 410) restored, 

Appeal by the London County Council against a decision of the Court 
of Appeal (reported 58 Soricrrors’ Journar, 633; 1914, 3 K. B. 852; 
12 L. G. R. 673). The question at issue had reference to the building 
line in the Euston-road. The Euston-ioad was laid out in 1756 under 
an Act of that date, which provided that no buildings should be erected 
on new foundations within 50 ft. of the highway. That Act was 
repealed by the Metropolis Management Act. 1862, which stated that no 
building should be erected beyond the general line of buildings if the 
distance from the highway did not exceed 50 ft. Long before 1862 
buildings had been erected on the forecourts of the then existing build 
ings, and projected beyond the 50 ft. line. As to a certain section. 


representing 500 yards of the Euston-road, the Metropolitan Board of 
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Works in 1876, at the recommendation of their then superintending 
architect, Mr. Valliamy, and with the view of establishing a new and 
regular line of buildings 11 ft. from the roadway and up to the’ inner 
edge of the pavement, roughly coinciding with existing projections, 

sed a resolution enabling all persons interested to build up to that 
frontage without restriction as to height. This resolution had been 
extensively acted on. In 1909 Mr. Clode proposed to re-erect certain 
premises, bringing them up to the 11 ft. line. The London County 
Council objected, and their superintending architect certified that the 
general line of buildings in the particular section was the old 50 ft. line. 
Mr. Clode, with other owners, raised the question of what was to be 
regarded as the building line before the Tribunal of Appeal, which 
special body ultimately gave its decision in favour of the London County 
Council’s contention, so that the certificate of their architect was 
affirmed. The next step was to apply for a case to be stated, and the 
special case came on before a Divisional Court. Lush, J., the junior 
judge, was of opinion that the appeal should be allowed. Ridley, J., 
the senior judge, took a view which coincided with that of the Tribunal 
of Appeal. Accordingly the decision of the Tribunal of Appeal was up- 
held. Mr. Clode then went to the Court of Appeal, where he was 
su¢ssful, and the County Council took the question to this House. 

Tue Hovse (Earl Loresurn, Lords Parker, Sumner, ParmMoor, and 
Wrenbury), after consideration, allowed the appeal, and restored the 
judgment of the Divisional Court, with costs.—Counset, for the appel 
lants, Upjohn, K.C., and Daldy; for the respondents, Macmorran, 
K.C., and @. Herbert Smith. Soricrrors, Edward Tanner; Dalston, 
Sone, & Elliman. 

(Reported by Erxsurxe Rerp, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Court of Appeal. 


PROCTOR v. OWNERS OF SS. “‘SERBINO,” No. 1, 
14th, 15th and 24th June. 


WorkKMEN’S COMPENSATION—DISAPPEARANCE OF SEAMAN AT Sea—Curter 
ENGINEER Fatts OverspoaRp—ANxious apout Derects In Pro- 
PELLER—No Direct Evipence or DeatH—PResumpPTION FROM CiR- 
CUMSTANTIAL EVIDENCE—ACCIDENT ARISING Out oF EMPLOYMENT— 
WorkMeEn’s Compensation Act, 1906 (6 Ep. 7, c. 58), s. 1 (1). 


The chief engineer of a steamship disappeared at sea. No one sau 
him fall overboard or in a place where there was danger of so falling, 
but it was proved that he was anrious about the behaviour of the pro- 
peller, and had given orders to be called, and had risen, earlier than 
usual, presumably to endeavour to observe it, and that he could do 
80 hut with difficulty and at some personal risk 

Held, there was evidence to support the finding of the county court 
judge that the accident arose out of the employment. 


Appeal by the employers from an award of the county court judge 
at Hull. The applicant was the dependant of D. J. Proctor, chief 
engineer of the Wilson liner Serbino, who disappeared at sea on 
l6th June, 1913, while on a voyage from Petrograd to Hull. The 
vessel was a new one, and the engineer was dissatisfied with and 
anxious about the propeller, which he believed had got damaged in 
harbour. He mentioned the matter several times. On the evening 
before the vessel was expected to reach Hull he told the steward to 
bring him some tea at 5.30 a.m. next morning. This was done, and he 
rose and dressed in his working clothes. He went on deck and was seen 
to walk aft about 6.10 a.m. After this he was never seen again. His 
watcn did not begin till 8 am. There was evidence that if he got 
through or craned over the stern rails he might be able, though with 
difficulty, to see the action of the propeller, but it would be a very 
risky thing to do. Tne county court judge held on the facts that 
Proctor met his death by accident. arising out of the employment, and 
the employers appealed. Cur. adv. vult, 

Tue Court dismissed the appeal. 

Lord Cozens-Harpy, M.R., in the course of his judgment, said the 
appeal raised a question on which there was a great difference of 
judicial opinion, even in the final Court of Appeal. The burden was 
on the dependants to prove that the deceased died by accident arising 
out of and in the course of the employment, but that could sometimes 
be satisfied without furnishing direct evidence of the death. The 
real difficulty was that in every case the facts had to be scrutinized 
with great care, in order to be satisfied that a presumption could be 
legally made. Very slight facts would suffice as a basis for very wide 
presumptions : Kerr v. Ayr Steam Shipping Co. (1915, A. C. 217). A 
sailor on board a ship at sea was in a very special position, and if it 
could be shewn or inferred that when last seen he was doing his duty 
48 a seaman the Court might presume that the accident with which he 
met arose out of his employment. His lordship would not attempt 
the somewhat hopeless task of reconciling all the authorities on the 
point, but it would be convenient to give some instances where pre- 
sumptions had been made. [His lordship then quoted several pas- 
sages from the judgment of Lord Dunedin in Mackinnon v. Miller 
(2 B. W. C. C. 64), where an engineer of a tug disappeared overboard 
in @ harbour and was found drowned, and proceeded :] Again, in 
Owners of Ship Swansea Vale v. Rice (55 Soricrrors’ JOURNAL, 497 ; 
1912, A. C. ), the House of Lords held that the unexplained dis- 
appearance of a first mate while on duty keeping his watch was suffi 





cient ground for inferring that he met his death by accident arising 
out of his employment. What was wanted was to —_ probabilities 
(per Lord Loreburn}. The Court, in Furnivall vy. Johnson Iron and 
Steel Co. (5 B. W. C. C. 43) and Lee v. Stag Line (Limited) (56 Sott- 
crrors’ JournaL, 720; 5 B. W. C. C. 660), had endeavoured to follow the 
principle thus laid down. In Kerr vy. Ayr Steam Shipping Co 
(supra) it was impossible to read the speeches of the noble lords who 
formed the majority without seeing that from very slight facts very 
wide inferences were drawn. But that statement was not strictly 
accurate. It was not for the House of Lords or that Court to draw 
the inference. Their duty wag limited to the consideration whether 
there was sufficient justification for the inference which the county 
court judge had drawn. [His lordship then stated the facts, and 


proceeded :]} He was unable to say that the learned county court 
judge was not justified in drawing the inference which he did, that 
the accident arose out of the employment. The appeal must be 
dismissed. 


Pickrorp and WarricrTox. L.J.J., delivered judgment to the sam 
effect, the former observing that it wags impossible to disregard the 
opinion of the House of Lords on the very similar facts in Kerr's caae 
(supra), and the latter referring to and adopting a passage from the 
judgment of Farwell, L J., in Marshall vy. Owners of Ship Wild 
Rose (1909, 2 K. B. 46, 50).—Counser, A. Neilson and W. H. Owen; 
Gordon Hewart, K.C., and Gilbert Stone. Sotrcrrors, Botterell & 
Roche, for Hearfields 4: Lambert, Hull; C. J. Smith & Hudson, for 
Locking, Holdich, & Loching, Hull. 

[Reported by H. Laworonp Lawis, Barrister at-Law.) 


High Court—Chancery Division. 


CORY AND OTHERS v. “REINDEER” STEAMSHIP CO. (LIM.) 
AND OTHERS. Sargant,J. 25th June. 


Company—Masoriry or SHarenotpers Unaste to Optatn Porn 
Resotvutions Passep py Mrixorrry—CHAnGce oF OrntGrnaL PoLicy oF 
Company—INTERLOCUTORY INJUNCTION. 

A court of equity will grant interlocutory relief by way of 
injunction till the trial of the action in cases where there is a majority 
of shareholders taking one view and a minority, abl by reason of a 
technicality which may or may not in itself be sufficient to entitle the 
minority to succeed in the action, endeavouring to enforce their con 
trary view upon the majority of the sharcholdera of the company. 

Principle of Bainbridge v. Smith (41 Ch. D. 462) applied. 

The defendant company in this case was registered for the purpose 
of running the Reindeer steamship, but had power to buy ‘‘ any other 
steamship or steamships.’’ By Article 7 there were to be no directors 
of the company, but, subject to the control of general meetings and the 
provisions of the statutes, the business of the company was to be con 
ducted by the managers, by whom all the powers of the company 
might be exercised, other than such powers as were expressly directed 
to be exercised by general meetings. By Artic le 59 at every general 
meeting a resolution put to the vote was to be decided on a show 
of hands by a numerical majority, unless a poll was demanded by at 
least three members present in person or by proxy; and by Article 64 
when two or more persons were jointly entitled to a share, the one 
only whose name stood first on the register was entitled to vote. By 
Article 70 the business of the company was to be managed by the firm 
of Jackson Brothers & Cory, of London, and they were not subject to 
removal from office except in certain events which had not happened. 
Miss Bertha Cory and four other persons (as executors and joint 
holders) held fifty-six shares, and Mr. J. Priestman held thirty-two 
shares. They were the plaintiffs in the action, and thus held 


eighty-eight shares between them. The present members of 
the firm of Jackson Brothers & Cory» (defendants) and those 
supporting them held eighty-six shares. Recently the man 


agers had suggested a new policy—namely, that a larger 
steamer should be bought, and that the funds for this purpose 
should be procured by an increase of share capital. This was opposed 
by the plaintiffs. At the meetings called to pass the necessary resolu- 
tions the managers and their friends had the necessary majorities on @ 
show of hands, and the plaintiffs were unable to have a poll as the 
holders of the fifty-six shares only counted as one person, and a poll 
could not be demanded by the necessary three shareholders, The 
plaintiffs, suing on behalf of themselves and other shareholders in an 
action against the company and the partners in Jackson Brothers & 
Cory, now moved for an injunction until the trial restraining the com- 
pany and its managers from purchasing any steamship or other vessel 
in addition to The Reindeer, and from applying any of the funds of the 
company for that purpose. 

SarGAnT, J., after stating the facts, said: As a poll could not be 
demanded by the plaintiffs, the resolutions for increasing the capital 
were passed, and the managers were about to carry out their policy. 
The plaintiffs contended that on the true construction of the articles it 
should be held that their real object was to go by the votes of the 
majority of the members, and that the minority ought not to dominate 
the policy of the company against the wishes of the majority They 
also suggested that the persons with the minority were themselves per 
sonally interested, and were preferring their private interests to the 
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interests of the company, and that at the trial the plaintiffs could make 
out a successful case. I am not now trying the case, and I am not 
bound to say whether I think the plaintiffs are likely to succeed at the 
trial or not. Where it is a question of a technicality one way and a 
majority the other, there is authority that the Court declines to grant an 
interlocutory injunction. Such a case was the case of Bainbridge v 
Smith (41 Ch. D. 462), where the Court declined to force a director 
on a company against the wishes of a majority of the shareholders. In 
the present case I will keep the matter in statu quo, and will not allow 
the defendants to act on the resolution by pursuing a policy opposed 
by a majority of the shareholders. It may be that at the trial the 
technicality will prevail over the wishes of the majority of the share- 
holders, but I decline to give effect to that view at present, and I grant 
an interlocutory injunction as asked.—Counset, Clauson, K.C., and 
Percy Wheeler; C. J Matthew, K.C., and RB. HH. Hodge SoLictTors, 
Kinch & Richardson, for Lloyd & Pratt, Cardiff; William A. Crump 
d: Son 
[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrieterat-Law.] 


Re MARIETTE. MARIETTE v. GOVERNING BODY OF ALDENHAM 
SCHOO Eve, J. 2nd July. 
Cuartty—Berovest to Scnoot to Burry Fives Covurt—Beqvest To 
Provipe Prize ror Scnoot Atuietic Sports—Vatipiry. 


A legacy to a achool to huild a fives court or squash rackets courts, 
and a legacy to prov dea prize for some event in achool athletic sports, 
are good charitable gifts. 

A testator bequeathed a legacy of £1,000 to the Governing Body of 
Aldenham School, Elstree, for the purpose of building an Eton fives 
court or squash rackets court, or for some similar purpose, and a legac y 
to the head master of the school to provide an annual prize in classics 
for the sixth form, and also a legacy of £100 for the purpose of pro 
viding a prize for some event in the school athletic sports every year. 
This summons was taken out by the trustees of the will asking whether 
the above-mentioned legacies were good charitable gifts. The principal 
cases referred to were He Clarke (1901, 2 Ch. 110) and Re Good (1905, 
2 Ch. 60). 

Evs, J.—As was said by counsel in the course of the argument, it 
is necessary, in a case of this sort, to be careful not to be induced by 
one’s inclination or feelings to put a wrong construction on the gifts; 
but, if possible, gifts of this sort ought to be supported. The legacies 
were given by an old master of the school, who had spent the best part 
of his life there, and he naturally had a strong affection for his old 
school. The question, however, was whether the gifts could be sup- 
ported. Admittedly, they were gifts to a charity which was withiti 
the Statute of Elizabeth. A gift to a charity may be such that it could 
not be said to be a charitable gift. But, on the other hand, one had to 
consider not merely the objects of the gift, but also the objects of the 
charity to which the gift was made. The object of this charity was 
the education in the widest sense of boys aud young men, and no one 
in their senses could suppose that boys and young men could be 
properly educated without bodily occupation. To leave a body of some 
200 toys and young men without such occupation would be to court a 
catastrophe. It is essential to a school of this kind that there should be 
organized games as part of the daily routine as well as book learning. 
It was conceded that if the gift had been given for the general pur 
poses of the charity, it would have been a good charitable gift; and I 
cannot think that the gift is vitiated merely because the testator has 
indicated the purposes of the gift. In my opinion, the gift of the 
£1,000 for a fives or rackets court is a good charitable gift, and so is the 
gift for an athletic prize. There is, of course, no question that the 
prize for classics is also good.—Counsen, F. #F. Farrer (for 7. P. 
Law, serving with His Majesty's Forces); Maugham, K.C., and J. F. W. 
(lalbraith ; Clayton, K.C., and W. A. Peck. Sotrcrrors, Evans, Wad 
ham, & Co.; Druces & Attlee. 


[Reported by 8S. E. Wittrams, Barrister-at-Law,] 


Re CLARKSON. PUBLIC TRUSTEE v. CLARKSON. Eve, J. 
Ist July. 

Witt—Constreuction—Jomsr Tenancy orn Tenancy x Common 
CHILDREN TO Be Parp THetrr Parents’ SHare—Errect or Worp 
“Pay” on Jornr TENANCY. 

A testator gave leasehold property to hiz nephews and nieces as 
tenants in common, and in case of the death of one or more of them 
he directed that the child or children of such one or more of his 
nephews and nieces so dying should be paid a parent's share. 

Held, that the children took their parents’ share as joint tenants and 
not aa tenanta in common. 


Dictum of North, J., in Re Atkinson (1892, 3 CA. 52. 54) not followed 


A testator by his will made in 1864 bequeathed certain leasehold pro- 
perty to trustees upon trust out of the rents to pay an annuity to his 
wife for life, and subject thereto to pay the rents to his grandson for 
life, and after his death to hold the same for his children, but if his 
grandson should die without issue upon trust to sell the same and to 
pay the proceeds of sale unto and amongst all his nephews and nieces 
in equal shares as tenants in common, and in case of the death of one 
or more of them the testator directed that the child or children of 
such one or more of his nephews and nieces so dying should be paid 
the parent’s share. The widow died in 1868, and the grandson in 
July, 1912, without having had any children. The testator had only 
one nephew, who died in 1880, leaving two sons, J. T. Clarkson and 





T. Clarkson. The latter died in May, 1913, intestate, leaving a 
widow, who claimed that the two sons, J. T. Clarkson and T. Clark. 
son, took the proceeds of sale equally as tenants in common. The 
defendant, J. T. Clarkson, contended that there was a joint tenancy, 
and that he, as survivor, took the whole fund. . 

Eve, J.—The question is whether the two children of the nephew 
took as joint tenants, or as tenants in common. The Court is astute 
to discover any expression in the wil! which might indicate an inten. 
tion to create a tenancy in common, and in Jarman on Wills, at p. 1791, 
a list of words is given which have been held to make the objects of 
the gifts tenants in common. Prima facie, I should have expected 
that a gift like this one would have created a joint tenancy. But it 
is said that the words “‘ be paid ’’ are sufficient to indicate an inten. 
tion to create a tenancy in common. I should have had no doubt as 
to the construction of the gift, except for the dictum of North, J., in 
Re Atkinson (1892, 3 Ch. 52), where he says: ‘‘ But I think he must 
have based his decision upon the different language of the will which 
he was construing. The words of the will in that case were to pay, 
assign and transfer the same trust moneys, stocks, funds and securi- 
ties unto four persons named, and to each of their respective heirs, 
executors, administrators and assigns; and if money is to be paid to 
persons who take an absolute interest it is difficult to see how you are 
to pay them as joint tenants; they must take as tenants in common 
unless the fund is retained by the trustees.’’ That observation is en- 
titled to the utmost possible respect, but does the word ‘‘ pay ”’ create 
a tenancy in common? Can it be‘said that a direction to trustees to 
pay a legacy alters the interest taken by the legatee? I do not feel 
justified in going to that length. There is a line of old authorities 
to the contrary, and notwithstanding the dictum, I must hold that 
there is here a joint tenancy.—Counset, FP. T. Duka; H. S. Preston; 
F. E&. Ferrer. Soutcrrors, Radford & Frankland, for Rhodes & 
Buchanan, Thirsk; Blunt & Co. 

(Reported by 8S. B. Witttams, Barriester-at-Law.] 





Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty 
Division. 
KENNARD rv. KENNARD (THE KING’S PROCTOR SHEWING CAUSE), 
Bargrave Deane, J. 28th and 29th June, 


MORRIS v. MORRIS (THE KING’S PROCTOR SHEWING CAUSE). 
Bargrave Deane, J. 8th Feb.; 29th June. 


Divorce—Kina’s Procror’s INTERVENTION—Decree Nist Rescrnpep 
Peririontnc Wire—No Separate Estate—Costs or Kina’s Proc- 
TOR— MATRIMONIAL Causes Act, 1878 (41 & 42 Vict. c. 19), s. 2. 
When the Court on the intervention of the King’s Proctor rescinds 
a decree nisi obtained by a wife, the Court, in the exercise of the dis- 
cretion conferred on it by section 2 of the Matrimonial Causes Act, 1878, 
may condemn the wife in the costs of the King’s Proctor without 
requiring evidence that she has separate estate. 


These adjourned motions on behalf of the King’s Proctor for the 
rescission of decrees nist raised the question whether the Court, in 
rescinding a decree nisi pronounced in favour of a wife petitioner, 
has jurisdiction to condemn the petitioner in the costs of the King's 
Proctor, in the absence of evidence that she has separate estate. 

The first was a motion for the rescission of the decree nisi granted 
to Louisa Kennard on 21st July, 1914. On 27th March, 1914, 
Louisa Kennard filed a petition for the dissolution of her marriage 
with Hugh Liggins Kennard on the grounds of his desertion and 
adultery’ No answer was filed to the petition, and the suit came on 
for hearing as an undefended cause on 21st July, 1914, when a 
decree nist was pronounced. On 2lst January, 1915, the King's 
Proctor entered an appearance in the suit, and on 20th February, 
1915, he filed his plea, alleging that the case set up by the petitioner 
was false, as the respondent did not in fact desert her for two years 
and upwards, and further, that during the marriage the petitioner 
had frequently committed adultery with divers men. No answer was 
filed by the petitioner to the King’s Proctor’s plea, and on 24th March, 
1915, a motion for the rescission of the decree nisi was made on benalf 
of the King’s Proctor to Horridge, J., who, in the absence of Bar- 
grave Deane, J., was then sitting as judge in the Divorce Division. 
Horridge, J., was disinclined to make an order condemning the peti- 
tioner in the costs of the King’s Proctor in the absence of evidence 
that she had separate estate, and the motion wag adjourned generally 
in order that the matter might be determined by one of the per- 
manent judges of the Divorce Division. Counsel for the King’s 
Proctor now asked that the decree nisi should be rescinded, the petition 
dismissed, and that the petitioner might be condemned in the costs 
of the King’s Proctor. The King’s Proctor had gone through a 
number of cases decided since 1883, and it appeared to have been the 
almost invariable practice to make these orders, without requiring 
any evidence that the petitioner had separate estate. [Bar- 
GRAVE Deane, J.: There is not the least doubt that the Court 
has been in the habit of making these orders, and I shall follow the 
precedents. I shall make the order in this case that the petitioner 
be condemned in the costs of the King’s Proctor. It has been the 
practice to treat the rule of this Court, that a wife is not liable to be 
condemned in costs unless it is proved that she has separate estate, as not 
applicable to the King’s Proctor. I shall follow the practice, though 
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[ protest against it.) Counsel for the petitioner submitted that tae 
Court had no jurisdiction to condemn a petitioning wife in the costs 
of the King’s Proctor in the absence of proof that she had separate 
estate. The King’s Proctor was, in this respect, on tae same footing 
as a husband. Section / of the Matrimonial Causes Act, 1860 (25 & 
94 Vict. c. 144), after empowering the King's Proctor to intervene 
in a suit on the ground of collusion between the parties, provided 
that the Court might order the costs of the intervention to be paid 
for by the parties, or such of them as it should see fit, including a wife 
“if she have separate property.’ In his submission the Matrimonial 
Causes Act, 1878 (41 & 42 Vict. c. 19), s. 2, did not repeal, and must 
be read in conjunction with, that section; it made provision as to per- 
sons who might recover costs in cases of intervention, but did not over 
ride the provision of the previous statute as to the persons against 
whom an order for costs migat be made. The cases in which a peti 
tioning wife had been condemned in the costs of the King’s Proctor, 
without evidence ag to separate estate, had been decided without 
argument on that point. He referred to Lautour v. H. M. Proctor 
(10 H. L. C. 685); Milne v. Milne and Fowler (19 W. R. 423, 2 P. & 
D. 202); Hyde v. Hyde (59 L. T. 523); Aires v. Aires (65 L. T. 859); 
Allen v. Allen (42 W. R. 826; 1894, P. 134); Hampson v. Hampson 
(52 Soxrcrrors’ JourNnaL, 729; 1908, P. 355); Pretty v. Pretty (1911, 
P. 83); Crowden v. Crowden (23 T. L. R. 143); Brooke v. Brooke (56 
SoticrroRs’ JOURNAL, 382; 1912, P. 136); Davison v. Davison (54 Sott- 
crrors’ JouRNAL, 13; 1909, P. 308). Counsel for tie King’s Proctor 
was not called on in reply. 

Barcrave Deane, J., said that there was no doubt that in divorce 
suits between husband and wife the wife was not liable to be con 
demned in the costs of the suit unless the Court was satisfied that she 
had separate estate. Cases of intervention, however, were on an 
entirely different footing. Where there was an intervention in a divorce 
suit by the King’s Proctor or a member of the public for tne purpose 
of shewing cause why the decree nisi should not be made absolute, the 
question of costs was regulated entirely by section 2 of the Matrimonial 
Causes Act, 1878 (41 & 42 Vict. c. 19), passed expressly for the pur- 
pose of dealing with that matter. That section provided: ‘‘ Where 
the Queen’s Proctor or any other person shall intervene or shew cause 
against a decree nisi in any suit or proceeding for divorce or nullity of 
marriage, the Court may make such order as to the costs of the 
Queen’s Proctor, or of any other person who shall intervene or shew 
cause as aforesaid, or of all and every party or parties thereto, occa 
sioned by such intervention as aforesaid, as may seem just.’’ That 
section dealt with cases—not where husband and wife were fighting 
each other, but where either the husband or the wife was fighting 
the King’s Proctor or some independent person who had intervened. 
The case of Higgins v. Higgins (54 Soricrrors’ JournaL, 405; sud nom, 
Higgins v. King’s Proctor, King’s Proctor v. Carter, 1910, P. 151), a 
decision of the Court of Appeal, shewed that the Court had an absolute 
discretion in awarding costs in respect of an intervention, and in con- 
demning either the King’s Proctor or any other party in the costs of the 
intervention. In the present case, from the charges in the King’s Proc 
tor’s plea, it appeared that the petitioner had had the impudence to come 
to the Court and to ask for a decree nisi at a time when she was still 
habitually committing adultery. Was the Court to have no protection 
against such persons? The Court was given a discretion by statute in 
respect of costs, and in his opinion this was a case in which the 
petitioner should be condemned in the costs of the King’s Proctor 
He therefore rescinded the decree xisi, dismissed the petition, and 
condemned the petitioner in the costs of the King’s Proctor.—CounseL, 
Barnard, K.C., and Willock (Bingley with them), for the King’s 
Proctor; Acton Pile, for the petitioner. Soricirors, The King’s 
Proctor; Jacksons, Elwell &- Curran. 

The second motion raised the same point. It was a motion on behalf 
of the King’s Proctor for the rescission of a decree nisi granted on the 
petition of Paulina Morris, and came on for hearing before Bargrave 
Deane, J., on 8th February, when the learned judge rescinded the 
decree nisi and dismissed the petition, but refused to condemn the 
petitioner in the costs of the King’s Proctor in the absence of evidence 
that she had separate estate. The question as to costs was adjourned, 
and was now determined. 

Bancrave Deane, J., said that the petitioner had had notice, early 
in the course of the proceedings, that she was accused of adultery, for 
the husband had filed an answer to her petition in which charges of 
adultery were made. For some unexplained reason the husband with 
drew his answer, and the charges were not proceeded with, but it 
appeared now that they were perfectly true charges, for when put 
forward by the King’s Proctor in his plea, the petitioner was unable to 
contest them. She must, therefore, have known from the commence- 
ment of the proceedings that she was not entitled to a decree. In the 
circumstances, and in the exercise of his discretion, he condemned the 
petitioner in the costs of the King’s Proctor.—Counset, Barnard, K.C., 
and Willock, for the King’s Proctor. Soticiror, The King’s Proctor. 


(Reported by Ottrrorp Monrimer, Barrister-at-Law.] 








In the House of Commons on Monday, Sir J. Simon, in reply to Sir E. 
Cornwall, said: The only figures available are those of the last census 
from which it a rs that in England and Wales there were 4,530 
males and 1,912 females of German birth who had been naturalised, and 
m Scotland 245 males and 149 females. The census reports for Ireland 
do not give similar figures. 
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New Orders, &c. 


War Orders and Proclamations, &c. 


The London Gazette of 9th July contains the following :— 

1. The Order in Council, dated 6th July, under the Defence of the 
Realm (Liquor Control) Regulations, which was printed in the Supple 
ment to the London Gazette of 6th July. This we printed last week 
(ante, p. 615). 

2. An Order in Council, dated 6th July (printed below), further 
amending the Defenge of the Realm (Consolidation) Regulations, 1914. 

3. An Order in Council, dated 8th July, further amending the Pro 
clamation of 3rd February, 1915 (Manual of Emergency Legislation, 
Supplement No. 3, pp. 382 et seq.), prohibiting the exportation of war- 
like stores. 

4. An Order in Council, dated 6th July, amending the Aliens Restric- 
tion (Isle of Man) Order, 1914. 

The London Gazette of 13th July contains the following : 

Notice to Mariners (No. 589 of 1915), dated 9th July, relating to the 
North Sea, River Thames, and English Channel,-cancelling the previous 
notice, No. 546 of 1915. 

A Supplement to the London Gazette of 13th July contains the 
following : 

5. A Proclamation, dated 13th July (printed below), applying Part I. 
of the Munitions of War Act, 1915, to the difference in the South 
Wales Coal Minimg Industry, 





ORDER IN COUNCIL, 
Defence of the Realm Regulations, 


Whereas by an Order in Council, dated the 28th day of November, 
1914, His Majesty was pleased to make Regulations (called the Defence 
of the Realm (Consolidation) Regulations, 1914) under the Defence of 
the Realm Consolidation Act, 1914, for securing the public safety and 
the defence of the Realm : 

And whereas the said Act has been amended by the Defence of the 
Realm (Amendment) Act, 1915, and the Defence of the Realm (Amend- 
ment) No. 2 Act, 1915, and the Munitions of War Act, 1915: 

And whereas the said Regulations have been amended by Orders in 
Council, dated the 23rd day of March, the 13th day of April and the 
28th day of April, the 2nd day of June, and the 10th day of June, 1915: 

And whereas it is expedient further to amend the said Regulations 
in manner hereinafter appearing : 

Now, therefore, His Majesty is pleased, by and with the advice of 
His Privy Council, to order, and it is hereby ordered, that the follow- 
ing amendments be made in the said Regulations :— 

1. For paragraph (6) of Regulation 8a the following paragraph shall 
be substituted : 

*“*(b) to regulate or restrict the carrying on of any work in any 

factory workshop or other premises, or the engagement or employ- 

ment of any workman, or all or any classes of workmen, therein, 

or to remove the plant therefrom, with a view to maintaining or 

increasing the production of munitions in other factories workshops 

or premises, or to regulate and control the supply of metals and 
material that may be required for any articles for use in war." 

2. After Regulation 10, the following Regulation shall be inserted :— 

“10a. Where the competent naval or military authority has control 
of any dock premises, he may by order prohibit any person from bring- 
ing into or having in his possession within those premises, or on board 
any vessel therein, any intoxicating liquor, except for such purposes 
and subject to such conditions and restrictions as may be specified in 
the order, and if any person contravenes any eg of the order, 
he shall be guilty of an offence under these regulations, and any person 
authorised by the competent naval or military authority, or any police 
constable, may search any person entering or within the dock premises, 
and may seize any intoxicating liquor found on him in contravention of 
the order.” 

3. In Regulation 38 after the words ‘shall be guilty of an offence 
against these regulations’’ there shall be inserted the words ‘‘and if 
the vessel is at any time subsequently found at a port in or within the 
territorial waters adjacent to the United Kingdom, the competent naval 
or military authority may cause the vessel to be seized and detained.” 

4. In Regulation 54 after the words ‘‘ any person landing or embark- 
ing at any place in the United Kingdom” there shall be inserted the 
words “‘ and any person who by reason of his occupation or habits has 
special opportunities of communicating with the crews and passengers 
of vessels.’’ 


6th July. 
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A Proclamation 
Unper THe Munitto.cs «f War Act, 1915. 
ion 3 of the Menitions of War Act, 1915, it is 


Whereas in Sect 
enacted : 

[he differences to which this Part of this Act applies are differ- 
ences as to rates of wages, hours of work, or otherwise as to terms 
or conditions of or affecting employment on the manufacture or 
repair of arms, ammunition, ships, vebicles, aircraft, or any other 
articles required for use in war, or of the metals, mac hines, or 
tools required for that manufacture or repuir (in this Act referred 
to as munitions work); and also any differences as to rates of wages, 
hours of work, or otherwise as to terms or conditions of or affecting 
employment on any other work of any description, if this Part of 
this Act is applied to such a difference by His Majesty by Pro- 
clamation on the ground that in the opinion of His Majesty the 

continuance of the difference is directly or indirectly 
transport, or supply of munitions 


existence or 
prejudicial to the manufacture, 
of war 

“This Part of this Act may be so applied to such a difference at 
any time, whether a lock-out or strike is in existence in connexion 
with the difference to which it is applied or me 

‘Provided that if in the case of any industry the Minister of 
Munitions is satisfied that effective means exist to secure the settle- 
ment without stoppage of any difference arising on work other than 
on Proclamation shall be made under this 
Section with respect to any such difference.”’ 


And whereas a difference within the meaning of this Section exists 
between employers and persons employed in the Coal Mining Industry 
of South Wales as to rates of wages, hours of work or otherwise as to 
terms or conditions of or affecting employment in connexion with the 
terms of a proposed agreement between the Monmouthshire and South 
Wales Coal Owners’ Association and the South Wales Miners’ Federa- 
tion, for the settlement of differences of the nature aforesaid : 

And w Minister of Manitions is not satisfied that effective 
means exist to secure the settlement of the said difference without stop- 
page, being a difference arising on work other than nunitions work : 

And whereas in Our opinion the existence or contiuuance of the said 
difference is directly and indirectly prejudicial to the manufacture, 
transport, and supply of munitions of war : 

Now, therefore, We, by and with the advice of Cur Privy Council, 
are pleased to proclaim, direct and ordain, that Part I. of the Munitions 
of War Act, 1915, shall apply to the said difference. 

13th July. 


munitions work, no 


hereas the 


New Statutes. 


rhe following are further Emergency Statutes (5 & 6 G 5) 
Cuarter 5O 
Re-election of Ministers Act, 1915. 
\n Act to make temporary provision for rendering unnecessary the 
te-election of Members of the House of Commons on Acceptance of 
Office [4th June, 1915. 
te it enacted «& 
1. Necessity lo re-election of Minister 7 pended.) ~(1) Notwith 
standing anything in any Act, a member of the House of Commons 


shall not vacate his seat by reason only of his acceptance, at any time 
during the months of May and June, nineteen hundred and fifteen, of 
an office of profit, if that office is an office the holder of which is by 
law capable of being elected to, or sitting, or voting in that House. 
(2) This Act shall be deemed to have had effect as from the first day 
May, nineteen hundred and fifteen 
(3) This Act shall not apply to the a 
mentioned in the Schedule to this Act. 

2. Short title This Act may be cited as the Re-election of Ministers 
Act, 1915. 


ot 
ceptance of any of the offices 


SCHEDULE 


Offic Bailiff of His Majesty's three Chiltern Hundreds 


f Stew 


ral 


of Stoke, Desborough, and Burnham 
Office of Steward or Bailiff of the Manors of East Hendred, North 
stead, or Hempholme 


Cuarvrer 52 
Customs (Exportation Restriction) Act, 1915. 
An Act to amend the Law relating to the Exportation of Articles during 
the present Wai [24th June, 1915. 
Be it enacted, & 
1. Power 


msigner 


to prohibit exportation t ther than authorised 
(1) The power of His Majesty under section one of the 
Exportation of Arms Act, 1900, as amended by the Customs (Exporta- 
tion Restriction) Act, 1914, by proclamation to prohibit the exportation 
of articles to any country or place named in the proclamation, shall, 
during the continuance of the present war, include the power to prohibit 


ye reona 


the exportation of any article to any such country or place | 








| consigned to such person or persons as may be authorised by or under 


the prociamation to receive such article. : ae 

(2) If any article to which any such proclamation applies is delivered 
to any consignee other than an authorised consignee the vessel in which 
it was exported shall for the purposes of the Acts relating to the 
Customs be deemed to have been used in the conveyance of prohibited 
goods. 

2. Pe nalty on exportation of prohibite d goods.|—The penalty to which 
the exporter or his agent or the shipper of any goods exported in con 
travention of any proclamation or Order in or of Council is liable, unde: 
section eight of the Customs and Inland Revenue Act, 1879, or the 
Exportation of Arms Act, 1900, as amended by any subsequent enact 
ment, including this Act, shall, during the continuance of the present 
war, be increased from one hundred pounds to five hundred pounds ; 
Provided that the court may, if it thinks fit, in lieu of ordering the 
offender to pay such penalty, order that he be imprisoned, with o1 
without hard labour, for a term not exceeding two years. 

3. Short title.}—This Act may be cited as the Customs (Exportation 
Restriction) Act, 1915. 





Cuapter 54. 
Munitions of War Act, 1915. 


An Act to make provision for furthering the efficient manufacture, 
transport, and supply of Munitions for the present War; and for 
purposes incidental thereto. [2nd July, T915 

Be it enacted, &c. :— 
Part I. 


1. Settlement of labour differences.}—(1) If any difference exists or 
is apprehended between any employer and persons employed, or between 
any two or more classes a persons employed, and the difference is one 
to which this part of this Act applies, that difference, if not 
determined by the parties directly concerned or their representatives 
or under existing agreements, may be reported to the Board of Trade, 
by or on behalf of either party to the difference, and the decision of 
the Board of Trade as to whether a difference has been so reported to 
them or not, and as to the time at which a difference has been so 
reported, shall be conclusive for all purposes. 

(2) The Board of Trade shall consider any difference so reported and 
take any steps which seem to them expedient to promote a settlement 
of the difference, and, in any case in which they think fit, may refer 
the matter for settlement either in accordance with the provisions of 
the First Schedule to this Act or, if in their opinion suitable means for 
settlement already exist in pursuance of any agreement between em- 
ployers and persons employed, for settlement in accordance with thos 
means. 

(5) Where a matter is referred under the last foregoing subsection for 
settlement otherwise than in accordance with the provisions of the 
First Schedule to this Act, and the settlement is in the opinion of th 
Board of Trade unduly delayed, the Board may annul the reference and 
substitute therefor a reference in accordance with the provisions of the 
said Schedule. 

(4) The award on any such settlement shall be binding both on 


| employers and employed and may be retrospective ; and if any employer 


or person employed, thereafter acts in contravention of, or fails to 
comply with, the award, he shall be guilty of an offence under this Act 

2. Prohibition of lock-outs and strikes in certain cases.\—(1) An 
employer shall not declare, cause or take part in a lock-out, and a 
person employed shall not take part in a strike, in connection with any 
difference to which this part of this Act applies, unless the difference 
has been reported to the Board of Trade, and twenty-one days hav 
elapsed since the date of the report, and the difference has not during 
that time been referred by the Board of Trade for settlement in 
accordance with this Act. 

(2) If any person acts in contravention of this section, he shall be 
guilty of an offence under this Act. ; 

3. Differences to which Part 1. applies.j\—The differences to which 
this part of this Act applies are differences as to rates of wayes. hours 
of work, or otherwise as to terms or conditions of or affecting employ- 
ment on the manufacture or repair of arms, ammunition, ships, vehicles 
aircraft, or any other articles required for use in war, or of the metals 
machines, or tools required for that manufacture or repair (in this 
Act referred to as munitions work); and also any differences as to 
rates of wages, hours of work, or otherwise as to terms or conditions 
of or affecting employment on any other work of any description, if 
this part of this Act is applied to such a difference by His Majesty by 
Proclamation on the ground that in the opinion of His Majesty the 
existence or continuance of the difference is directly or indirectly 
prejudicial to the manufacture, transport, or supply of munitions of 
war. 

This part of this Act may be so applied to such a difference at 
time, whether a lock-out or strike is in existeuce in connection 
the difference to which it is applied or not : 

Provided that if in the case of any industry the Minister of Muni 
tions is satisfied that effective means exist to secure tie settlement 
without stoppage of any difference arising on work other than on 
munitions work, no proclamation shall be made under this section with 
respect to any such difference. 
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When this Part of this Act is applied to any difference concerning 
work ‘other than munitions work the conditions of labour and the 
remuneration thereof prevailing before the difference arose shall be 
continued until the said difference is settled in accordance with the pro- 
visions of this part of this Act. 


Part II. 


4. Controlled establishments.) If the Minister of Munitions considers 
it expedient for the purpose of the successful prosecution of the war 
that any establishment in which munitions work is carried on should be 
subject to the special provisions as to limitation of employers’ profits 
and control of persons employed and other matters contained in this 
section, he may make an order declaring that establishment to be a 
controlled establishment, and on such order being made the following 
provisions shall- apply thereto :— 

(1) Any excess of the net profits of the controlled establishment 
over the amount divisible under this Act, as ascertained in accord 
ance with the provisions of this Act, shall be paid into the 
Exchequer. 

(2) Any proposal for any change in the rate of wages, salary, 0! 
other emoluments of any class of persons employed in the establish 
ment, or of any persons engaged in the management or the direc 
tion of the establishment (other than a change for giving effect to 
any Government conditions as to fair wages or to any agreement 
between the owner of the establishment and the workmen which 
was made before the twenty-third day of June, nineteen hundred 
and fifteen), shall be submitted to the Minister of Munitions, who 
may withhold his consent within fourteen days of the date of the 
submission : 

Provided that if the Minister of Munitions so directs, or if the 
Minister’s consent is withheld and the persons proposing the change 
so require, the matter shall be referred for settlement in accordanc 
with the provisions of the First Schedule to this Act, and the con 
sent of the arbitration tribunal, if given, shall in that case have the 
same effect as the consent of the Minister of Munitions. 

If the owner of the establishment or any contractor or sub-con 
tractor employing labour therein makes any such change, or attempts 
to make any such change, without submitting the proposal for the 
change to the Minister of Munitions or when the consent of the 
Minister has been withheld, he shall be guilty of an offence under 
this Act. 

(3) Any rule, practice, or custom not having the force of law 
which tends to restrict production or employment shall be suspended 
in the establishment, and if any person induces or attempts to 
induce any other person (whether any particular person or generally) 
to comply, or continue to comply, with such a rule, practice, or 
custom, that person shall be guilty of an offence under this Act. 

If any question arises whether any rule, practice, or custom is a 
rule, practice, or custom which tends to restrict production or em 
ployment, that question shall be referred to the Board of Trade, and 
the Board of Trade shall either determine the question themselves 
or, if they think it expedient or either party requires it, refer the 
question for settlement in accordance with the provisions contained 
in the First Schedule to this Act. The decision of the Board of 
Trade or arbitration tribunal, as the case may be, shall be conclu 
sive for all purposes. 

(4) The owner of the establishment shall be deemed to have 
entered into an undertaking to carry out the provisions set out in 
the Second Schedule to this Act, and any owner or contractor or sub 
contractor who breaks or attempts to break such an undertaking 
shall be guilty of an offence under this Act. 

(5) The employer and every person employed in the establishment 
shall comply with any regulations made applicable to that estab 
lishment by the Minister of Munitions with respect to the general 
ordering of the work in the establishment with a view to attaining 
and maintaining a proper standard of efficiency and with respect to 
the due observance of the rules of the establishment. 

If the employer or any person so employed acts in contravention 
of or fails to comply with any such regulation, that employer or 
person shall be guilty of an offence under this Act. ‘ 

(6) The owners of an establishment shall have power, notwith 
standing anything in any Act, Order, or deed under which they ar 
governed, to do all things necessary for compliance with any pro 
visions of this section, and any owner of an establishment. shall 
comply with any reasonable requirements of the Minister of Muni 
tions as to information or otherwise made for the purposes of this 
section, and, if he fails to do so, shall be guilty of an offence under 
this Act. : 


Where in any establishment munitions work is carried on in some 
part of the establishment but not in other parts, the Minister of 
Munitions may, if he considers that it is practicable to do so. treat 
any part of the establishment in which munitions work is not carried on 
as a separate establishment, and the provisions of this Act shall take 
effect accordingly. 

5. Supple mentary provisions as to the limitation of the profits of a 
controlled establishme nt.}—(1) The net profits of a controlled establish 
ment shall be ascertained in accordance with the provisions of this 
section and rules made thereunder and the amount of profits divisible 
under this Act shall be taken to be an amount exceeding by one fifth the 
standard amount of profits. ii i 





(2) The standard amount of profits for any period shall be taken to be 
the average of the amount of the net profits for the two financial years 
of the establishment completed next before the outbreak of the war or a 
proportionate part thereof. > ' 

(3) If in any case it appears or is represented to the Minister © 
Munitions that the net profits or losses of all or any other establishments 
belonging to the same owner should be brought into account, or that 
the average under this section affords or may afford an unfair standard 
f comparison or affords no standard of comparison, the Minister may, 
if he thinks just, allow those net profits or losses to be brought into 
account, or substitute for the average such an amount as the standard 
umount of profits as may be agreed upon with the owner of the 
establishment ; 

The Minister of Munitions may, if he thinks fit, and shall, if the 
owner of the establishment so requires refer the metter to be deter 
mined by a referee or board of referees appointed ot designated by 
him for the purpose, and the decision of the referee or board shali he 
conclusive on the matter for all purposes 

(4) The Minister of Munitions may make rules for carrying the pro 
visions of this section into effect, and these rules shall provide for due 

msideration being given in carrying out the provisions of this section 
is respects any establishment to any special circumstances such as 
increase of output, provision of new machinery ot plant, alteration of 

apital or other matters which require special consideration in relation 
to the particular establishment 

6. V luntary unde rtaking to work for Minister of Munitions.} (1) If 
any workmen in accordance with arrangements made by the Minister of 
Munitions with or on behalf of trade unions enters into an undertaking 
vith the Minister of Munitions that he will work at any controlled 
establishment to which he may be assigned by the Minister, and be sub 
ject to the penalty imposed by this Act if he acts in contravention of or 
fails to comply with the undertaking, that workman shall if he acts in 
contravention of or fails to comply with his undertaking be guilty of an 
offence under this Act 

2) If any employer dissuades or attempts to dissuade a workman m 
hig employment from entering into an undertaking under this section, 
or retains or offers to retain in his employment any workman who has 
entered into such an undertaking after he has received notice from the 
Minister of Munitions that the workman is to work at some other 
establishment, that employer shall be guilty of an offence under this 
Act. 

7. Prohibition of the employment of persons who have left work in 
(1) A person shall not give employment to a work 
man who has within the last previous six weeks, or such other period 
as may be provided by Order of the Minister of Munitions as respects 
any class of establishment, been employed on or in connexion with muni- 
tions work in any establishment of a class to which the provisions of 
this section are applied by Order of the Minister of Munitions, unless 
he holds a certificate from the employer by whom he was last so em 
pl rved that he left work with the consent of his employer or a certificate 
from the munitions tribunal that the consent has been unreasonably 
withheld. 

(2) If any workman or his trade union representative Complains to a 
munitions tribunal in accordance with rules made with respect to those 


munition factories 


tribunals that the consent of an employer had been unreasonably with 
held that tribunal may, after examining into the case, if they think fit, 
grant a certificate which shall, for the purposes of this section, have 
the same effect as a certificate from the employer 

(3) If any person gives employment in contravention of the pro 
isions of this section, he shall be guilty of an offence under this Act 

8. Rules as to badges.\—f1) The Minister of Munitions may make rules 
authorising the wearing of badges or other distinctive marks by persons 
engaged on munitions work or other work for war purposes, and as to 
the issue and return of any such badges or marks, and may by those 
rules prohibit the use, wearing or issue of any such badges or of any 
badges or marks indicating or suggesting that any person is engaged on 
munitions work or work for war purposes except as authorised by 
those rules. 

2) If any person acts in contravention of or fails to comply with 
any such rules, he shall be guilty of an offence against this Act. 

9. Application of Part II, to docks used by Admiralty.}—This part 
of this Act shall apply to any docks used by the Admiralty for any 
purposes connected with the war as it applies to establishments in 

1ich munitions work is carried on, with the substitution in relation 
to any such docks or persons employed in any such docks of the 
Admiralty for the Minister of Munitions 


Parr III. 

10. Amendment of the Defence of the Realm (Amendment) (No. 2) 
ict, 1915.]|—The following | wragraph shall be substituted for paragraph 
d) set out in subsection (1) of section one of the Defence of the Realm 
Amendment) No. 2 Act, 1915 (5 Geo. 5. « 37}, and shall be deemed to 


have been contained in that Act, namely : 

(d) to regulate or restrict the carrying on of any work in any 
fa tory, workshop, ol other premises, or the ehgagement or em 
ployment of any workman or all or any classes of workmen therein, 
or to remove the plant therefrom with a view to maintaining or 
increasing the production of munitions in other factories, work 
ah ps, or premises, or to regulate and control the supply of metals 
and material that may be required for any articles for use in war. 

11. Power to re qutre information from emp oyers.} -(1) The owner of 
uny establishment in which persons are employed shall, if so required 
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by the Minister of Munitions, give to the Minister such information, 
in such form and in such manner, as the Minister may require as to 
(2) the numbers and classes of persons employed or likely to be 
employed in the establishment from time to time; é 
(>) the numbers and classes of machines at any such establish- 
ment ; 
(c) the nature of the work on which any such persons are em- 
ployed, or any such machines are engaged, from time to time ; 
(d) any other matters with respect to which the Minister may 
desire information for the purpose of his powers and duties ; 
and the Minister may arrange with any other Government department 
for the collection of any such information. 

(2) If the owner of any establishment fails to comply with this 
section he shall be guilty of an offence under this Act. 

12. Punishment for false statements, &c.}—If any employer, or the 
owner of any establishment or any workman, for the purpose of 
evading any provision of this Act, makes any false statement or 
representation, or gives any false certificate, or furnishes any false 
information, he shall be guilty of an offence under this Act. 

13. Payment of members of arbitration and munitions tribunals, d&c.| 
There shall be paid out of moneys provided by Parliament to any 
person being a member of an arbitration tribunal, munitions tribunal, 
or board of referees under this Act, or being a referee under this Act, 
and to any other officers required in connection with any such tribunal 
or board, such remuneration and travelling or other expenses (including 
compensation for loss of time) as the Minister of Munitions or Board 
of Trade, as the case may be, with the sanction of the Treasury may 
determine. 

14. Penalties.}—(1) Any person guilty of an offence under this Act 

(a) shall, if the offence is a contravention of or failure to comply 
with an award, be liable to a fine not exceeding five pounds for 
each day or part of a day during which the contravention or failure 
to comply continues, and, if the person guilty of the offence is an 
ra emg! for each man in respect of whom the contravention or 
failure takes place ; and 

(+) shall, if the offence is a contravention of the provisions of 
this Act with respect to the prevention of lock-outs, be liable to a 
fine not exceeding five pounds, in respect of each man locked out, 
for each day or part of a day during which the contravention 
continues; and 

(c) shall, if the offence is a contravention of the provisions of 
this Act with respect to the prohibition of strikes, be liable to a 
fine not exceeding five pounds for each day or part of a day 
during which the contravention continues; and 

(¢) shall, if the offence is a contravention of or failure to comply 
with any regulations in a controlled establishment or any under- 
taking given by a workman under Part II. of this Act, be liable in 
respect of each offence to a fine not exceeding three pounds; and 

(e) shall, if the offence is a contravention of or failure to comply 
with any other provisions of this Act, be liable in respect of each 
offence to a fine not exceeding fifty pounds. 

(2) A fine for any offence, andes this Act, shall be recoverable only 
hefore the munitions tribunal established for the purpose under this 
Act 

15. Munitions tribunals.}—(1) The munitions tribunal shall be a 
person, appointed for the purpose by the Minister of Munitions, sitting 
with two or some other even number of assessors, one half being chosen 
by the Minister of Munitions from a panel constituted by the Minister 
of Munitions of persons representing employers and the other half 
heing so chosen from a panel constituted by the Minister of Munitions 
of persons representing workmen, and the Minister of Munitions may 
constitute two classes of munitions tribunals, the first class having 
jurisdiction to deal with all offences and matters under this Act, the 
second class having jurisdiction, so far as offences are concerned, to 
deal only with any contravention of or failure to comply with any 
regulation made applicable to a controlled establishment or any under 
taking given by a workman under Part II. of this Act. } 

The Admiralty shall be substituted for the Minister of Munition. 
under this provision as the authority to appoint and choose members 
of a munitions tribunal to deal with offences by persons employed in 
any docks declared to be controlled establishments by the Admiralty. 

(2) The Minister of Munitions or the Admiralty shall constitute 
munitions tribunals as and when occasion requires. ~ 

(3) Rules may be made for regulating the munitions tribunals o1 
either class of munitions tribunals so far as relates to offences unde 
this Act by a Secretary of State, and so far as relates to any other 
matters which are referred to them under this Act by the Minister of 
Munitions, and rules made by the Secretary of State may apply, with 
the necessary modifications, any of the provisions of the Summary 
Jurisdiction Acts or any provisions applicable to a court of summary 
jurisdiction, which it appears expedient to apply, and any provisions 
so applied shall apply to munitions tribunals accordingly, ~ 
. th See this provision to Scotland the Secretary for 
Scotland sha e su stituted for the Secretary of State, and in the 
application of this provision to Ireland the Lord Lieutenant shall be 
substituted for the Secretary of State. 

(4) A person employed or workman shall not be imprisoned in respect 
of the non-payment of a fine imposed by a munitions tribunal for an 
offence within the jurisdiction of a tribunal of the second class, but 
that tribunal may, without prejudice to any other available means of 
recovery, make an order requiring such deductions to be made on 





account of the fine from the wages of the person employed or workman 
as the tribunal think fit, and requiring the person by whom the wages 
are paid to account for any sums deducted in accordance with the order. 

16. Power for companies to carry on munitions work.}—Any com- 
pany, association, or body of persons shall have power, notwithstanding 
anything contained in any Act, order, or instrument by or under which 
it is constituted or whe Bory to carry on munitions work during the 
present war. 

17. Rules to be laid before Parliament.}—Any rule made under this 
Act shall be laid before each House of Parliament forthwith, and, if 
an Address is presented to His Majesty by either House of Parliament 
within the next subsequent twenty-one days on which that House has 
sat next after any such rule is laid before it praying that the rule may 
be annulled, His Majesty in Council may annul the rule and it shall 
thenceforth be void, but without prejudice to the validity of anything 
previously done thereunder. 

18. Application of Documentary Evidence Acts to Ministry of Muni- 
tions.}—The Documentary Evidence Act, 1868 [31 & 32 Vict. c. 37], as 
amended by the Documentary Evidence Act, 1882 [45 & 46 Vict. c. 9], 
shall apply to the Minister of Munitions in like manner as if that Minis 
ter were mentioned in the first column of the Schedule to the first- 
mentioned Act, and as if that Minister, or a secretary in the Ministry 
or any person authorised by the Minister to act on his behalf, were 
mentioned in the second column of that Schedule, and as if the regula- 
tions referred to in those Acts included any document issued by the 
Minister. 

19. /nterpretation.}—In 
requires,— 

(a) The expression “‘lock-out’’ means the closing of a place of 
employment, or the suspension of work, or the refusal by an em 
ployer to continue to employ any number of persons employed by 
him in consequence of a dispute, done with a view to compelling 
those persons, or to aid another employer in compelling persons 
employed by him, to accept terms or conditions of or affecting 
employment : 

(+) The expression “‘ strike’’ means the cessation of work by a 
body of persons employed acting in combination, or a concerted 
refusal or a refusal under a common understanding of any number 
of persons employed to continue to work for an employer in conse- 
quence of a dispute, done as a means of compelling their employer 
or any person or body of persons employed, or to aid other work 
men in compelling their employer or any person or body of persons 
employed, to accept or not to accept terms or conditions of or 
affecting employment. 

20. Short title and duration.}—(1) This Act may be cited as the 
Munitions of War Act, 1915. 

(2) This Act shall have effect only so long as the office of Minister 
of Munitions and the Ministry of Munitions exist : 

Provided that Part I. of this Act shall continue to apply for a period 
of twelve months after the conclusion of the present war to any differ- 
ence arising in relation to the performance by the owner of any establish 
ment of his undertaking to carry out the provisions set out in the 
Second Schedule to this Act notwithstanding that the office of Minister 
of Munitions and the Ministry of Munitions have ceased to exist. 


this Act, unless the context otherwise 


SCHEDULES. 
Scuepute I, 
Sections 1, 4. 

1. Any difference, matter or question to be referred for settlement 
in accordance with the provisions of this Schedule shall be referred to 
one of the three following arbitration tribunals :— 

(a) The Committee appointed by the First Lord of the Treasury 
known as the Committee on Production ; or 

(b) A single arbitrator to be agreed upon by the parties or in 
default of agreement appointed by the Board of Trade; or 

(c) A court of arbitration consisting of an equal number of per 
suns representing employers and persons representing workmen with 
a chairman appointed by the Board of Trade. 

2. The tribunal to which the reference is made shall be determined 
by agreement between the parties to the difference or in default of such 
agreement by the Board of Trade. 

3. The Arbitration Act, 1889, shall not apply to any reference under 
the provisions of this Schedule, 


Scuepute II, 
Sections 4 (4), 20. 


1. Any departure during the war from the practice ruling in th 
workshops, shipyards, and other industries prior to the war, shall only 
be for the period of the war. 

2. No change in practice made during the war shall be allowed to 
prejudice the position of the workmen in the owners’ employment, or 
of their trade unions in regard to the resumption and maintenance 
after the war of any rules or customs existing prior to the war. 

3. In any readjustment of staff which may have to be effected after 
the war priority of employment will be given to workmen in the owners’ 
employment at the beginning of the war who have been serving with 
the colours or who were in the owners’ employment when the establish- 
ment became a controlled establishment. 

4. Where the custom of a shop is changed during the war by the 
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introduction of semi-skilled men to 


by a class of workmen of higher sk, the time and piece rates paid 
shall be the usual rates of the district for that class of work. 

5. The relaxation of existing demarcation restrictions or admission of 
semi-skilled or female labour shall not affect adversely the rates cus- 
In cases where men who ordinarily do the 
work are myeny | affected thereby, the necessary readjustments shall 

ey can maintain their previous earnings. 

6. A record of the nature of the departure from the conditions pre- 
vailing when the establishment became a controlled establishment shall 
be kept, and shall be open for inspection by the authorised representa- 


tomarily paid for the job. 
be made so that t 


tive of the Government, 


The 


BELGIAN LAWYERS’ 
This fund has been formed with the approval of His Excellency, the 
Belgian Minister, and in consultation with the War Refugees’ 
mittee, and has the support of the Lord Chancellor, the i 


rform work hitherte performed : 


Law Society. 
RELIEF FUND. 


£ s. d. | 
Amount already acknowledged ...1,305 5 0| 
SECOND LIST OF DONATIONS. 

8 ad. 
Messrs. Nicholl, Manisty & Co. 21 0 0} 
W. F. Fladgate, Esq., M.V.O. -- 1515 0 
The Rt. Hon. Sir R. B. Finlay, 
G.C.M.G., K.C. wie 1010 0 
Hon. J. D. Fitz rald, K.C. 1010 0 
T. M, Francis, Esq. ... 1010 O 
Lionel Ley, Esq. 10 0 
a Tylee & Co. 10 0 
. Morris, E sa 10 0 

P. 's. Stokes, ie. : 10 0 
Mesers. Forward & Williams" 5 0 
W. H. K. Forbes, Esq. “as 5 0 
Weeden Dawes, Esq. 0 
T. Hugh Cobb, Esq. 0 


Messrs. Field, Roscoe & Co. ... 
Messrs. Clegg & Sons ... 

E, L, Taylor, Esq. sia 
Chas. Costeker, Esq oS 
Messrs. Mawby, ~ a & Morris ... 
C. E. Hatten, Esq. .. a 
Herbt. T. Wade, Esq 

W. Hastings Resenest, Esq. 

A, T, Marson, Esq. ; 

T. H. Jones, Esq. me 

Cutler A. Jones, Esq. 

F. C. Hett, Esq. 

Lee Hudson, Esq. 

W. J. Brain, Esq. ine 

Major T. H. Denman 

H. F. Rawstorne, Esq. 

Alfd. Jackson, Esq. . 

W. A. Jordan, Esq. 

Sir Erle Richards, K.C. 

A. G. Dinn, Esq. 

A, Wightman, Esq. 

J. White, Esq. 

H. J. Sheldrake, Esq. 

-t J. Cross, Esq. 

FE, J. Marsh, Eeq. ... 

F. Parker Rhodes, Esq 

Messrs. Francis & on 
Frank Treasure, Esq. 

Arthur Cordery, Esq. 

C. J. W. Farwell, Esq. 

R. H. on ae ag ag 

J. R. Symonds, E : 
Messrs. G. eee & Usher 

R. I, Simey, Esa. 

H. F. Manisty, Esq.. K.C. 

Charles B. Harris, Esq. 

W. J. Bruty, Esq... 

Messrs. Thain, Davidson & Co. 
Messrs. Bury & Walkers 

€. F. Hardy, Esq. 

A. H. Slipper, Esq. .. 

Messrs. J. M. Moore & Armstrongs 
Messrs. A. E. ‘Ward & Son 

Messrs. Allisons & Staniland 

Sir W. Brandford Griffith 


John E. Harman, Esq. 
W. H. Gover, Esq. ... ; 
Messrs. Whitfield, Dean & Whitfield 


iMesars, James Storey & Sons 
J. D. Banks, Esq. ... ‘a 
W. M. How, Esq 


Further subscriptions, which are urgently required, may be —_ by 
cheque, crossed ‘‘ The Belgian Lawyers’ Relief Fund,” 
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Societies. 


Com- 


ie H. Gray, Esq. 

E. Vickers, Esq. ... 
G. Boydell Houghton, Esq. 
W. Temple Franks, Esq., C.B 
E. J. F. Rideal, Esq. 
Wm, Clifton, Esq. P 
Sydney C. Scott, Esq. 
Messrs. Crump & Crump 
F. Gore-Browne, Esq.. K.4 
Stephen A. Jones, ‘Esq 
E. A. Mammatt, Esq. 
Messrs, Skelton & Younghous: 
W. R. Evans, Esq. 
Philip Roscoe, Esq. 
Hy. Snaith, Esq. 
Messrs. Dennis, Faulkner & Also 1p 
E, J. Stannard, Esq. 
C. Mackintosh, Esq. 
Messsrs. G. M. Seabroke 
F. W. Harris, Esq. 
C. Stafford Crossman, Esq 
Walter H. Hunt, ~ 

Sf] 


& Son 


| Travers Humphreys, 
| Sir Philip S. 


Gregory 
W. B. Gordon, Esq. 
Alfred Tyrer, Es 
Geo. Wilkinson, Ksa. 
W. E. Tucker, Esq. 
Richard Urry, Esq. 


W. E. Mawdsley, Esq 
C. 8. Wooldridge, Esq 
F, J. Press, Esq. ‘ 
G. M. Lazarus, Esq. 

J. Moverley Sharp, Esq. 
A. G. 8. Robertson, Esq 
YY 


8. Lynch, ~ 
Hugh Maughan, Esq.... 
A. 8. B. Sparling, Esq 
J. B. Killey, Esq. ' 
Wm. Marshall, Esq. . 

F. P. Winterbotham, Esq 
J. M. Worthington, Feq 
Messrs. Newstead & Wad 
F. W. Butler, ae 

C. Y. Lyne, Esq. 

Wm. A. Reid, Esq. 
Messrs. Blair & Seddon 
F. Nunn, Esq. ... 

J. E, Lloyd, Esq. 

H. M. Bowden, Esq. 

T. A. Mathews, Esq. 
Messrs. King & Sharman 


G. A. Solly, Esq. 


| H, Woolcott, Esq 
| F. W. Bull, 


sey 

T. M. Vernon, Esq. 
Messrs. Car Scott & Smith 
Gilbert Roberison, Esq. 
Walter Maw, Esq. 

R. Sharples, Esq. 

H. W. Thomas, Esq 


| H. P. Russell, Esq 


A. L. Ellis, Esq. 

J. P. Shepherd, Esq. 

T. D. Shepherd, Esq. 
A. D. Steel, Eeq. 
F, J. H. Robinson, Eeq. 


to Mr. E. R. 


Cook, Secretary 
will be acknowledged, 


employment arising 
this Act without stoppage of work. 

9. Nothing in this Schedule (except as provided by the fourth para- 
graph thereof) shall prejudice the position of employers or persona 
employed after the war, 


Justice of England, 
Phillimore, and 
Scriveners’ 


The object of the 
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Due notice shall be given to the 
practicable of any changes of working conditions which it is desired 
to introduce as the result of the establishment becomin 
establishment, and opportunity for local consultation with workmen or 
their representatives shall be given if desired. 

8. All differences with workmen engaged on Government work arising 
out of changes so introduced or with regard to wages or conditions of 
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workmen concerned wherever 


a controlled 


out of the war shall be settled in accordance with 


also 


Company, 


s. d, 
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, Law 


the Master of the 


the Society of Public 
the Incorporated Society of Provincial Notaries of England and Wales. 
fund is to provide financial need existing 


ord Chief | amongst Belgian lawyers now refugees in this country. 


Soc iety, 


Rolls, and the 


of the Bar Council, the Law 


for the 


J. A, Simpson, Esq 

Cc, E. B. Lon gerott, Esq 
R. 8S. 8S. W alker, Kaq 
Arthur E. Nicholls, Esq 
Messrs. Jessopp & Gough 
C. E, Horton, Esq. 

F. H. Stapley, Esq 

E, F. Jeffries, Esq 

J. G. Wood, Esq 

A, KE. Nalder, Esq, 

E. H. Coumbe, Esq. 

W. E Stephens, Esq 
Wm. Moss, Esq 

P. G Norton, Esq. 

W. J. Pitman, Esq. 

8. G. Ward, Esq. 
Walter G. Hart, 
*. J, Mann, Esq. 
Ww. ~ Linnell, Esq. 


Esq 


A, Llewellyn, Esq. 
Arthan Willey, Esq. 
Tolhurst, Esq 
rs W. Hassall. Faq 
A. E. Munns, Esq. 
Fredk. Twist, Esq. 


Hutton Guy, Esq 

A. P. Williamson, Esq 
Harry Perkins, Esq 

W. Burton Cooper, Esq 
Arthur Weldon, Esq. 
The Hon. J. Manefield 
Walter Furley, Esq. 


L. L. Whitfield, Esq 

J. T. Perry, Esq. 

T. H. Terry, Esq 
Mefsrs, E. Chatham & (o 
B. A, Adam, Esq. 
Alexr. Fraser, Esq. 


D. Gibson Harris, Ksq 
G. A, Martin, Esq. 
T. J. Webb, Esq. 
Norman Robins, 
H. W. Disney, Esq. 
S. Sandeman, Esq. 
R. Baldwin, Esq. : 
J. P. M. George, Eaq. 

Thatcher, Esq. 

Edwd. Francis, Esq 

Evelyn G. M. Carmichael, Esq. 
Messrs. W. R. Evans, Lloyd & Evans 


Fsq 


‘ 
(eo. 


Captain C. W. Vincent 
EF. ©. Harrison, Esq. ... 
J. P. Walmsley, Esq. 
N. T. Crombie, Esq. 


F. T. Arnold, Esq. 
Alfred Shaw, Esq 
D. Roger Evans, Feq. 


W. H. Mellersh, Eeq 
W. LL. Mellersh. Faq. 

D. T. Newton Wade, Esq. 
A. B. Williams, Esq. 

F. B. Blyth, Esq. 

G. W. Mason, Esq... 
T. P. McK. Sharp, Esq. 
Messrs. Rutter & Rutter 
A. F. Ridsdon, Esq. 

F. Harrison, Eq. . 


Lord 
Foctety, 
Notaries of London, 


Justice 
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Chancery Lane, E.C., by whom they 
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The Law Society, 


ANNUAL MEETING. 

The annual general meeting of the Law Society was held on Friday, 
the 9th inst., at the Society's Hall, Chancery-lane, Lieut.-Col. Sir Charles 
Elton Longmore, K.C.B. (Hertford, president), who wore the uniform 
of the First Hertfordshire Battalion of Territorials, of which he is th 
commanding officer, taking the chair. Among those present were Mr 
tichard Stephens Taylor (vice-president), Mr. Alfred John Morton Ball 
(Stroud, Gloucestershire), Mr. Charles Edward Barry (Bristol), Mr. John 
Field Beale, Mr. John James Dumville Botterell, Mr. Edward Bramley 
Sheffield), Mr. John Wreford Budd, Mr. Alfred Henry Coley (Birming 
ham), Mr. Cecil Allen Coward, Sir Homewood Crawford, Mr. Alfred 
Davenport, Mr. Robert William Dibdin, Mr. Walter Dowson, Mr. 
Thomas Eggar (Brighton), Mr. Walter Henry Foster, Mr. Samuel Garrett. 
Mr. Herbert Gibson, Mr. Charles Goddard, Mr. John Roger Burrow 
Gregory, Mr. William John Humfrys (Hereford), Sir Henry James 
Johnson, the Hon, Robert Henry Lyttelton, Mr, Frank Marshall (New 
castle-upon-Tyne), Mr. Philip Hubert Martineau, Mr. Joseph Farmer 
Milne (Manchester), Mr, Charles Henry Morton (Liverpool), Mr. Robert 
Chancellor Nesbitt, Mr. Arthur Copson Peake (Leeds), Mr. Kenrick 
Eyton Peck (Devonport), Mr. William Arthur Sharpe, Sir Walter 
Trower, Mr, William Melmoth Walters, Mr. Norris Alfred Ernest Way 
(Cheater), and Mr. Robert Mills Welsford (members of the council), and 
Mr, E. R. Cook (secretary), and Mr. H. E. Jones (assistant secretary) 


PRESIDENT AND Vice-PRESIDENT. 


The Presmpent said that Mr. Richard Stephens Taylor, the vice- 
president, had been nominated as president for the coming year, and, 
as there was no other nomination, he declared him duly elected. He 
would take the opportunity of expressing his great gratitude to him 
for all that he had done during the past year, when substantially he 
had acted as president. Mr. Taylor had carried out the duties of the 
office with great ability, and he felt personally very thankful to him. 
He also declared Mr. Thomas Eggar, of Brighton, the only candidate, 
duly elected as vice-president, 


VACANCIES ON THE CouNcII 

The PrestpeEnt said there were thirteen vacancies on the Council. Ten 
of these were caused by the retirement of members in rotation under the 
bye-laws. The remaining vacancies were occasioned owing to the dis 
qualification of Captain J. W. Hills, M.P., who was serving with the 
forces, and had ceased to practise as a solicitor, and to the disqualification 
of Sir Albert Rollit and Mr. F, Oddin Taylor (Norwich), through 
absence from the meetings of the Council for more than six months. 
There were fournteen nominations, as follows :—Mr. John James Dum- 
ville Botterell, Mr. John Wreford judd, Mr. Alfred Henry Coley 
(Birmingham), Mr. Walter Dowson, Mr. Samuel Garrett. Mr. John 
Roger Burrow Gregory, Mr. Philip Hubert Martineau, Mr. Joseph 
Farmer Milne (Manchester), Mr. Ernest Fitzjohn Oldham, Mr. Ralegh 
Buller Phillpotts, Sir Albert Kaye Rollit, LL.D., D.C.L., Litt.D., Mr. 
George William Rowe, Mr Frederic Oddin Taylor, D.L., J.P. 
(Norwich), and Mr. William Howard Winterbotham. At the request 
of the Council, Mr. Rowe had agreed to withdraw his nomination, and 
there were accordingly thirteen candidates for the thirteen vacancies, 
so that there would be no contest. He declared those thirteen candidates 
duly elected. 


AupIrors. 


The Presipent said the following had been proposed as auditors of 
the Society's accounts :—Mr. John Stephens Chappelow, F.C.A., Mr. 
Arthur Elliott Riddett, and Mr. Alfred Egerton Maynard Taylor. As 
there were no other candidates he declared them duly elected. 

AccouNTs 

Sir Wacter Trower (London, chairman of the Finance Committee) 
moved the aloption of the accounts. 

Mr. W. Metaorn Watters (London, member of the Council) seconded 
the motion, 


Society's “ Gazetre"’: Votuntary Supscriprions. 

Mr. Epwarp A Bett (London said he wished to refer to one of the 
items in the accounts, “ Printing, stationery and advertisements, 
£1,495 15s, 11d.” 
the cost of printing the Society's Gazette. | here appeared to be a 
number of advertisements in the Gazette, but he could see no item o 
the income side of the accounts which shewed that the Sox lety received 
payment for those advertisements. He asked whether he might assum 
that the income derived from advertisements was taken by the printers 
into the amount due to them for printing the paper. Again, there was 
the item, “ Rates, taxes and voluntary subscriptions, £2,979 19s, 7d.” 
He asked to be informed what were the respective amounts allocated to 
each, especially to the voluntary subscriptions, 7 

Sir Watter Trower said he was much obliged to Mr. Bell for having 
given him notice of the question. 
accounts the difference between the sum paid by them for the cost of 
ces the Gazette, which was £531, and the sum which they received 
or advertisements, which amounted to £516 17s. 5d. They debited 
the actual net cost of the Gazette under that item. The net cost of the 
Gazette published by the Society amounted to £14 8s. 6d. He thought 
that would be a satisfactory answer to the question. 





He should like to know whether that item included 


The Council only charged in the | 





Sir Watrer Trower said that the matter should be considered in 


the preparation of the next accounts. 
‘Rates, taxes, and voluntary subscriptions, 


question as to the item, 


With regard to the second 


£2,979 19s. 7d.,’" the rates amounted to £1,657 17s., the taxes to 
£701 Os. 1d., the voluntary subscriptions to £561 2s. 6d. this year, and 
£500 of that was the subscription of £500 sanctioned at the last general 
meeting of the society to the Prince of Wales’ National Relief Fund, 
The balance of £61 2s. 6d, was made up of small subscriptions to 


charities and hospitals, and one or two other small donations which 
had always been paid by the Council, and which had been rather decreased 


of late 
The motion was adopted, 


Annvat Report: Tue War. 


The Prestpent moved the adoption of the annual report. He said 
that with regard to a paragraph at the beginning under the heading of 
‘The War,’’ there were 2,122 solicitors and 1,112 articled clerks serving 
with the forces. Sixty-seven solicitors had died on service and thirty-five 
articled clerks. The list of honours included the names of nine solicitors 
and one articled clerk. The list of those mentioned in the despatches 
of 31st May included nineteen solicitors and six articled clerks. He 
thought it would not be out of place if he were to read the list of men 
who had thus brought honour to the profession. It was as follows 


Service Distincrions AND 
Honours. 

The following solicitors and 
articled clerks serving with His 
Majesty's Forces were recom- 
mended by Field-Marshal Sir 
J. D. P. French in his Despatch 
of the 3lst May for gallant and 
distinguished service in the 
field : 


Solicitors. 

Arrensorovcn, James, Lieut.- 
Col., 2nd Batt. London Regt. 
(Royal Fusiliers). 

Bury, THomas Osweit, Capt., 
4th Batt. Royal Welsh Fusi- 
liers. 

Cirerx, Aytmer Gustavus, Capt., 
lst Batt. Hertfordshire Regt. 

DICKINSON, RoNALD FRANCIS 
BickerstetH, Capt., 10th Batt. 
King’s Liverpool Regt. (Liver- 
pool Scottish). 

Dovatas, MaLcoLM GorpDon, 
Capt., Hon. Artillery Co. 
Faves, Frepericx, Capt., 5th 
Jatt. King’s Own Royal Lan 

caster Regt. 

Harvey, Sipney Lancevor, Capt., 
lst Wessex Field Co., R.E. 
Hvanes, Jonn Arrtuvr, Lieut., 
4th Batt. Royal Welsh Fusi- 

liers. 

LANGHAM, FrepertcK GEORGE, 
Lieut.-Col., 5th Batt. Royal 
Sussex Re#t. 

LewIs, FREDERICK Gustav, 
Lieut.-Col., 13th (Kensington) 
Batt. London Regt. 

Lonemore, Pui Exton, Capt., 
lst Batt. Hertfordshire Regt. 

May, Henry Attan Rovenron, 
Lieut.-Col., 28th Batt. County 
of London Regt. (The Artists). 

Meyier, Hucn Mowsray, Capt., 
5th Batt. Manchester Regt 

Morum, Ernest Hut, 2nd Lieut., 
8th Batt. Durham Light Infan- 
try. 


Newrncton, Hersert ARCHER 
Hayes, Lieut., 14th Batt. 
County otf London Regt. 


(London Scottish). 


Sampson, Samvet Joun Marton 
Capt., 9th Batt. County of 
London Regt. (Queen Vic- 
toria’s Rifles). 

SmeatHMan, Loven Francis, 
Capt., 1st Batt. Hertfordshire 
Regt. 

Turnsutt, Joun, Lieut.-Col., 8th 
Batt. Durham Light Infantry. 

Weepinc, Jowun Ricwarp Bac 
GALLAY, Lieut., 2nd Batt. Welsh 
Regt. 

Articled Clerka. 

Attaway, Trevor Ruys, Lieut., 
3rd Batt. South Wales 
Borderers, attached 2nd Batt 
Welsh Regt. 

ATKINSON, NORMAN Evans 
Lieut., 3rd Batt. West York 
shire Regt. 

Gatriz, Kennera Francis Drake, 
Capt., 3rd Batt. Monmouth 
shire Regt. 

Nortuacote, Doveras Horace 
CiLsert, Lieut., 3rd Batt. East 
Kent Regt. (The Buffs), at- 
tached lst Batt. Wiltshire Rect. 

Vickery, Jonn, Lieut., Wessex 
Divisional Signal Co., R.E. 

Younc, Coutts Turner, 3rd Batt 
Duke of Wellington’s West Rid- 
ing Regt. 

The King has been graciously 
pleased to confer the cundermen- 
tioned honours and rewards for 
distinguished service in the 
field : 

To be Companion of the Most 
Honourable Order of the Bath. 

Henry ALLAN RovGuron May. 


To be Companions of the Most 
Distigguished Order of Saint 
Michael and Saint George :— 

Freperick Gustav Lewis. 

Freperick Grorce LANGHAM. 

James ATTENBOROUGH. 


Awarded the Military Cross :— 

Matcotm Gorpon Dovatas. 

Trevor Rays ALLaway. 

Hucu Moweray Meyer. 

Samve. Jonn Marton SaMpson 

Lover Francts SMEATHMAN. 

Awarded the Distinguished Con- 
duct Medal :— 

Water Frank Pornecary. 


He might say that the secretary had been most careful to collect these 
names for publication in the Society’s Gazette, but, should there be any 
that had been overlooked, he hoped the members of the Society would be 
good enough to let him know. He thought the list was a great credit 


to the profession. 


EXAMINATIONS. 


Owing to the great reduction in the number of candidates at the 
various examinations, the Council had decided to hold only three pre- 


liminary, intermediate and final examinations next year. 


They had 

















Mr. Bgct suggested that in future the particulars should be set out | decided also that during the period of, the war they would do away 


in the acgounts, | with the Honours Specia] Examination, and would award honours and 
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During the War 


THE CHURCH ARMY 


Carries on its ordinary work as in time of Peace, 


INCLUDING: 


LABSOUR HOMES throughout the land for reclamation of criminals, tramps, drunkards and social failures of 


both sexes, and helping honest folk in distress. 

HOMES FOR YOUTHS. RESCUE WORK. 

FRESH AIR HOMES. EMIGRATION TRAINING FARM. 
EMIGRATION to Canada and Australia for single men, families and lads (suspended during the War). 
TRAINING HOMES for Evangelists and Mission Sisters. 70 MISSION VANS continual'y itinerating. 
M'SSIONS IN PRISONS, workhouses, and slums. Other MISSION-WORK of many kinds. 


The Church Army’s SPECIAL WAR WORK 
INCLUDES :— 
RECREATION HUTS, 4c., i Camps at home and abroad. 
AMBULANCE CARS 3 the Front. 
WAR HOSPITAL in North France. 
RECREATION ROOMS for Soldiers’ and Sailors’ Wives. 
PARCELS FOR BRITISH PRISONERS of \War. Numerous other Branches. 








Funds are urgently needed. LEGACIES EARNESTLY REQUESTED. 


Cheques crossed ‘* Barclay’s, a/e Church Army,” payable to PREBENDARY CARLILE, D.D., Hon. Chief Secretary, who will gladly answer 
any inquiries, at Headquart:rs, BRYANSTON STREET, MARBLE ArcH, LoNDON, W. (Telephone: Paddington 3440.) 











prizes on the result of the final examination$ in accordance with the | and 1 the view of avoiding the expense of two members of the 
practice that prevailed some years ago. ‘That was really to save expenst egal prof npu y performing the work of one, it be desirable 
. that the r voctive brat t ( th egal prote on be merg d He 
Fees to CouNSEL. said that } mild ask to be permitted verbally to amend the motion 
A statement of the action of the Council, who were in correspondence by altering the word merged Into another word wh h might recom 
with the General Council of the Bar in regard to the matter of fees mend itself to the meeting ‘ He ventured to believe the “ a Met = 
to counsel, appeared in the report. It concluded with the following ™#" present who would state that there was not a rotenet “igger dh epg 
: 7 nembe of he bar and members of the solicitor yranch of the pro 
paragraph ; ** At the special general meeting of the Society held on the es | : fet he t! } t vl the 
Hih April, 1915, the president stated that the negotiations on the ““" sim as & great difference between er oe mp 
" d . . 2 mar ale t t ad nistratror The ma ) erted that the 
subject of counsel's fees were proceeding Phe vice-president, and M1 ts “er ' ‘ ed » pagoda of 
Gregory had been im private communication with Mr, P, Ogden Lawrence rita . “tee a reheat 2 nly . iI ent sad 
; nora ‘ tten , en mexpert and ’ i e ventn 
since that time; they had had two quite satisfactory interviews with (°° : eo ; err nd general comradeshin that 
that gentleman, but the Bar Council had intimated that it would be oth “~ nos = Hon a is oy he ar ial f the A ton 
better not to do anything further until after the war, as the matter was - sits ia ere Does 7 b scptover ta , - ‘. t} “tot 
one so materially affecting the junior Bar that it would be unfair in any — 7 ws per: ptt ' mp the 4 fir id anil 
way to bind them at a time when so many of their members wet pt “9 . oon — i a a et. “He 
absent. He thought that when the matter came to a settlement the me — 1: te , —_ oe eg eg 7 iw ; ; - J ulate to raise 
Council would no doubt be able to meet the views of the Bar Council. — . “gon “ i . that , ni th ng od 1 | , sid th ut would 
The motion was unanimously adopted oi sthed & “ “- fmm’ 7 : Ag = va ri ine agin ai ec 38 
Reririnc Members or tHe Counc, he wished to avoid in every pr ibl degr®. In times ~ lene 
esent. t f international cata em. it behoved them to look some 
The PRESIDENT moved, in accordance with notice, the following’ distance ahead, and he believed that « youe attending the meeting 
resolution :—“ That the operation of so much of Bye-law 40 as provides , would aw him that ‘ to come there would be an in 
for retiring members of the Council being ineligible for re-election sha 1) creasing endeavou the part of the pub to economise, not only in the 
be, and. the same is, hereby suspended for a further period of five year rdinarv bu e, bu their dealings the legal profession 
from the 25th April, 1916.” That | f it could b le possible to cheapen law that would un 
The Vice-PRESIDENT seconded the motion doubtedly be ar lvantage to the publ and that was one of the 
Mr. Joun Marriorr (President, Manchester Law Society) moved a chief rea hi had induced him to bring forward his resolution 
an amendment that the word ‘‘ three '’ should be substituted for “‘ five He would ite a passa to be found in that very estimable 
in the motion. He said he did so as he had been privileged to attend a wo; Mar Builder the La In that part which dealt w th 
meeting of the Associated Provincial Law Societies, at which they had the life « l 1 Bramwell there s a reference to a speech Lord 
come to the conclusion that for many reasons three years was to be Bramwe ud h had mewhat to do ith the subject, and w hich 
preferred to five, and he had been asked to move an amendment in th vould emphasise the argument he had br ht before them. Lord 
terms which he had mentioned. Bramwell said The great thing to be done—that which they ought 
Mr. E. V. Crooks (President, Incorporated Law Society of Liverpool) all to seek to do 1s to cheapen law, to cheapen the administration 
seconded the motion of the la High costs, it is said, are od thing in stepping @ great 
The Presipent said that, on behalf of the Council, he would accept deal of impr r litigation Yes t! re, but they also stop a good 
the amendment. He thought that the members of the profession 10 deal of proy tivatior If that principle, which was enunciated 
the provinces were rather more sanguine as to the duration of the pearly thirt ears ag 1s regarded as one to be respected at that 
Period cf the war than were some others. time. I nuch more should it be regarded 1 ' If two men did one 
The motion as amended was adopted. man’s we or r the other of them should enter a self-denying ordi 
nan nd relinquish hi xork a dut to the publi One of his 
“ Mercinc”’ tHe Proression first propositions was that, with a view to inter-connecting the two 
Mr. Enwann A, Bert moved, in a rdance with not -“ That the branch f t rof ' ertain be uches of the law, especially 
Council du consider and report whether or not in the interest of the pub! in connection with crime and bankruptey, which were laws of neces- 
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sity and not of luxury, it was a proper thing that the Council should 
into sideration whether or not a rule should be provided, or 
me machinery de d, which would do away with the rather archak 
revulation that it should be a cast-irou rule that counsel should not 
have direct communication with a client. In certain branches of the 
law he proposed that counsel should be able to get into direct com 
munication with the client, without the intervention of a solicitor, who, 
n many cases, must of necessity act as a mere middle-man. He would 
ilso urge another point with a view to cheapening the administration 
of the law, which was in the interest of the public, and he ven 
tured to say that whatever self-sacrifice they might make in the public 
interest the public would recognize, and the profession theveliane | 
garded perhaps with even better feelings than solicitors were sometimes 
led to suppose it was at the present time. Another point he wished 
to put before the meeting was that the public should have the right 
to go direct and consult counsel, a leader, if necessary, upon any matters 
upon which they desired to have the opinion of counsel, without the 
intervention of the middle-man, the solicitor. Just as in the medical 
profession, if a patient should require consultation with one of fhe 
heads of the profession, he could do so direct without the intervention 
of the family doctor. That, he thought, would recommend itself to 
a self-denying society like theirs, and he hoped it would recommend 
itself to the public. Then it would be necessary to consider whether, 
if this were done, it would not be necessary to have some sort of com 
pensation to solicitors who had divested themselves of certain of their 
privileges He suggested that the Council should consider whether it 
would not be a reasonable thing that they should ask as a quid pro quo 
for a concession in return He suggested that solicitors, and also 
barristers, should have even greater facilities than they possessed at 
present for transition from one branch of the profession to the other. 
In the year 1888 Mr. (now Sir) C. E. J. Follett, a member of the 
Council, and Mr. F. K. Munton read most valuable .T on the sam¢ 
subject-matter as that contained in his motion, and, as a result, the 
differences which had existed relative to the right of the solicitors to 
transfer from one branch of the profession to the other were to a large 
extent got rid of. But he urged that the transfer should be made 
even more easy. At the present time a solicitor or barrister could not 
transfer from the one branch of the profession to the other without 
passing the final examination of the Bar, or of solicitors, as the case 
might be He would have the examinations abolished entirely in such 
cases. He would propose that any member of the Bar, or any soli 
citor, with five years’ experience, who was prepared with a recommen 
dation from one of the benchers of his inn, in the one case, or from 
the President of the Law Society, in the other, should not be required 
to pass the examination. Armed with such a recommendation, and 
with the knowledge that five years’ experience in such a profession as 
that of the law would bring, there was no necessity for any exam- 
ination. Possibly that would make it easy for a barrister or solicitor 
to return again to his original branch of the profession, and if that 
were found to be the case there should be some regulation, such as the 
imposition of a higher transmission fee every time such an experiment 
was made. At the first transmission the existing fee of five guineas 
should continue to be payable, but the examination should disappear. 
Again, he believed it would be for the benefit of the public at large 
that the area of audience for solicitors in the courts should be widened ; 
he was referring particularly to the criminal courts. Some of the 
inferior criminal courts should be opened so that the solicitors might 
have audience there. It was not right that some poor wretch, charged 
with a minor crime, who was advised not to raise a defence at his trial, 
should be required to be defended not only by a solicitor, but also by a 
barrister. Possibly he wished to plead guilty. He asserted that a 
solicitor in such a case would be able to do all that was necessary with 
out the assistance of a member of the Bar, and it would have the merit 
of cheapening the law. In the Mayor’s Court, too, if the solicitor could 
act directly, that would be a cheapening process. 


we re 


The Presipenr said Mr. Bell was hardly discussing the point that 
the two branches of the profession should be merged. 


Mr. Bert said it would be observed that his resolution was duplicated, 
it contained the mystic but useful words ‘‘and (or)."’ He thought 
also that solicitors should be allowed audience in regard to the offences 
which were disposed of in criminal courts which were created by the 
new Bankruptcy Act. These offences were dealt with in the police 
courts, and solicitors ought not to be precluded from audience in 
inferior criminal courts, such as quarter sessions, in regard to them. 
He thought it would not be inequitable that, if solicitors gave up their 
right to insist always on being the intermediaries between counsel and 
the public, they should have equivalent facilities in minor litigation. 
Then, with a view of recognizing the spirit of the times, and_recollecting 
that the present system prevailed amongst other civilised nations in 
very rare instances—he believed that there was only one foreign nation 
and three colonies who regulated their legal machinery by what was 
known as the separate system; in every other country of the world 
the function of the lawyer was one, oad ust divided—bearing that in 
mind and having regard to the lean years that were coming, and that 
the volume of legislation was now sensibly diminishing, they as a pro- 
fession, having due regard to the interests of the public, should con 
sider how they could meet the difficulties of the days that were near 
at hand. He had in the first instance, when forwarding his motion 
to the secretary of the Society, regarded it rather in the light of a 
draft than a finished resolution, because he wished to submit it to the 
Council before settling its final form, but it had been printed as it 











stood. He asked, therefore, if he might strike out the word “‘ merged 
ind substitute the words ‘‘ more inter-connected.” 

The Presipenr said that would make quite a different motion. [4 
must be moved as it stood on the paper of business. 

Mr. Bett expressed a hope that some member of the Society might 
move as an amendment that instead of the word ‘‘ merged’’ the words 
‘“ more inter-connected ’’ should be substituted. He trusted that, how 
ever laboured his remarks might have been, they were not labour in 
vain. 

Mr. A. W. Oxe (Southampton) seconded the motion. He said he did 
so merely in the hope that Mr. Bell’s wish as to an amendment might 
be carried into effect. One felt that when a member took the trouble 
to bring forward a motion he should at any rate have the opportunity 
of presenting it to the easing in the form he desired. 

The motion was rejected, only two votes being given in its favour. 

THANKS TO PRESIDENT. 

Mr. Crooks moved a very hearty vote of thanks to the President, 
He said that, as loyal members of the Society, they always respected 
their President, and this year they were particularly proud of their 
President, proud of him and of the other professional men who had 
given their services to their country. Some of them would not come 
back to us; but the members of the Society were delighted to see 
their President in the chair. 

Mr. Marriorr seconded the motion, which was carried with loud 
acclamations. 

The Prestpent, in returning thanks, said that the meetings of the 
year had been exceedingly harmonious. He was very thankful indeed 
to his brother members of the Council and of the profession for the 
loyalty they had shewn him in their support during the past yea: 


Solicitors’ Benevolent Association. 


The usual monthly meeting of the board of directors was held at the 
Law Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, on the 14th inst., Mr. Alfred Daven- 
port in the chair, the other directors present being Messrs. J. Field 
Beale, W. C. Blandy (Reading), G. Bower, T. 8S. Curtis, Thos. 
Dixon (Chelmsford), Walter Dowson, W. E. Gillett, Charles Goddard, 
W. H. Gray, C. G. May, Maurice A. Tweedie, R. W. Tweedie, and 
W. M. Walters. Grants to the amount of £1,321 were made in poor and 
deserving cases; three new members were admitted, and other general 
business transacted 








Legal News. 


Honours and Appointments. 


Mr. Lancerot Sanperson, K.C., M.P., has been appointed to be 
Chief Justice of the Calcutta High Court, in succession to Sir Lawrence 
Jenkins, K.C.I.E., who will retire in November next. Mr. Sanderson 
was called to the Bar by the Inner Temple in 1886, and took silk in 
1903. He has been Unionist member for the Appleby Division of West 
morland since January, 1910, when he defeated Mr. Leif Jones. 

Mr. A. M. Lanapon, K.C., has been appointed to be Recorder of 
Salford, in place of Mr. A. A. Tobin, K.C., who has been appointed a 
county court judge. 

Mr. Samvuet Pore has been appointed to be Recorder of Burnley, in 
place of Mr. A. M. Langdon, K.C. 

Mr. H. Scorr Tucker, of Messrs. Sheffield, Powell & Scott Tucker, 
of 23, St. Swithin’s-lane, E.C., has been appointed a Commissioner of 
Oaths fer South Australia. 

A list of military honours is given in the speech of the President of 
the Law Society, reported on another page. 


Changes in Partnerships. 


Dissolutions. 

Dovetas Montacu Gane, Osworp Eric Tartrersatt. and Irvin 
BLANCHARD Gang, solicitors {Gane & Tattersall), 12, Great St. Helens, 
London, EC. May 31. So far as concerns the said Oswold Eric Tat- 
tersall, who retires from the firm. The said Douglas Montagu Gane and 
Irving Blanchard Gane will continue the said firm, and the business 
will be conducted at new offices, 106, Leadenhall-street, E.C. 

Water Maskett and Atrrep Nisser, solicitors (Walter Maskell & 
Nisbet), 7, John-street, Bedford-row, London, W.C. July 3. The said 
Walter Maskell will continue to carry on business under the style of 
Walter Maskell & Co., at 7, John-street aforesaid. [(Gazette, July 9 


General. 

Mr. Arthur Thomas Holden, of Sharples Hall, Bolton, Registrar of the 
Bolton County Court, left estate of the gross value of £25,994. 

Mr. Robert Heale Gamlen, of Messrs, Gamlen, Bowerman, & Forward, 
solicitors, Gray’s Inn-square, left estate of the gross value of £63,238 

In the House of Commons on Monday, Mr, Asquith, replying to Mr. 
D. Mason as to whether, with a view to the prevention in future of 4 
repetition of the presgnt war in Europe, his Majesty’s Government would 
support the creation of an international tribunal of all the Powers o! 
the world with powers to enforce its decrees in the event of a dispute 
arising between the Powers, said: In the present circumstances any 4is 
cussion of this matter would be premature, 
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In the King’s Ben h Division on Wedne dlay, Mi Bodkin applied 
to have a date fixed for the hearing of the appeal by the respondent: 
in Lemy Vv. Watson and Another from the decision at the London 
Sessions. He said that the case raised the question, ‘‘ What is a sar- 
dine?’ The Court fixed Tuesday, 27th July, for the hearing of the 
appeal. 

In the House of Commons on Wednesday, Sir J. Simon, replying to 
Mr. Raffan, who asked whether an inquiry would be instituted into the 
circumstances which led to verdicts of accidental death being returned 
at coroners’ inquests upon the bodies of Beatrice Mundy, A! Burn 
ham and Margaret Lofty, whose deaths were subsequently shewn to 
have been caused by murder, said he would look into the matter, but 
its consideration must stand over until the Court of Criminal Appeal 
had dealt with the appeal against the conviction which was now pending. 


Judgment in the official inquiry into the loss of 7'he Lusitania will be 
delivered in the Caxton Hall, Westminster, on Saturday, at 10.30. 


In the House of Commons on the 8th inst., Mr. Runciman, replying to 
Mr, Holt, said there was no statutory power at present to forbid mort- 
gages on British ships to foreigners, but every case was reported, and, 
when necessary, was inquired into. He would remind his hon. friend 
that so long as a ship flew the British flag it was subject to British law 
and British Government control. Mr, Holt asked whether the right hon. 
gentleman thought it possible, after having allowed a foreigner to obtain 
a mortgage on a British ship, to forbid him to foreclose. Mr. Runciman : 
If a foreigner forecloses a mortgage I understand it will involve the 
transfer to a foreign flag, and that course is forbidden at the present 
moment. 

In answer to a question by Commander Bellairs on the subject of 
merchantmen and armaments, Lord Robert Cecil, Under-Secretary for 
Foreign Affairs, replied that several neutral Governments were com- 
municated with on the outbreak of war and several had been approached 
since. Merchant ships of the belligerent Powers were entitled to carry 
and use an armament in self defence. ‘The principle had been generally 
recognized, and British ships so armed had been trading regularly with 
various countries since an early stage of the present war. A Reuter’s 
message from Washington observes on this, under date 9th inst., as 
follows :—“ The views on the subject of merchantmen and armaments 
voiced in the House of Commons by Lord Robert Cecil are fully in 
accord with those of the American Government. It is recalled that the 
State Department early in the war made a statement recognizing the 
right of belligerent merchantmen to arm for defensive purposes, pro 
vided the armament was limited to guns of 6-inch calibre mounted aft. 
Later, to obviate disputes, an informal arrangement was entered into 
between the United States and Great Britain whereby British vessels 
from American ports were not armed even for defence. Under this 
ruling Z'he Lusitania sailed unarmed, although her right to carry a 
stall armament had been legally conceded.” 


In Edinburgh on Wednesday, says the 7’imes, the First Division of the 
Court of Session disposed of a motion for the pursuers in an action for the 
reduction of the will of the late Miss Elizabeth Powrie, of Newton Bank, 
Blairgowrie, Perthshire. The Lord President said that the document 
purported to be the holograph will of a lady who died in 1911, and the 
ground on which reduction was sought was that it wasa forgery. The 
circumstances were very peculiar, and, so far as his lordship knew, 
unprecedented. The pursuers said that the will, which was dated the 
Heh April, 1909, was contained on a soft, absorbent, unglazed kind of 

per; that a portion on which there was the appearance of writing had 

n subjected to chemical or other special treatment in connection with 
the production of the document; and that the material of which th« 
characters were formed was not ordinary writing ink. It was main- 
tained by the pursuers’ counsel that no human hand had written any of 
these characters on the paper, but that they had been transmitted to 
the paper by some chemical process or tracing. The pursuers accord- 
ingly asked leave to subject a portion of the paper and some of the ink 
to chemical examination to ascertain whether the document was a fabrica- 
tion or a genuine writing. The Court granted the permission sought on 
condition that the specimens of paper and ink should be taken before the 
Professor of Chemistry at Edinburgh University, who should be satis 
fied that any interference with the document by the pursuers’ experts 
would not affect its legibility. 

In the House of Commons on 6th July, Mr. Tennant, answering Sir 
A. Markham, said : Between lst January and 13th May, on which date 
the responsibility for the release of civilian alien enemies was taken 
over by the Home Secretary, 1,289 such aliens were released from in- 
ternment camps by order of the Secretary of State for War. Of these 
the great majority had been interned by the various police authorities, 
acting under the general instructions of the Government issued through 
the Home Office regarding alien enemies. Both in the general measure 
of internment which took place at the end of October and in the subse- 
quent release of selected cases the two Departments co-operated. On 
Mth July, Mr. Tennant, replying to a question by Sir A. Markham 
as to the release between Ist January and 13th May of 1,289 alien 
enemies by the War Office, said : The Home Office was not consulted 
a to the release of particular alien enemies. Many applications were 
received for the release of such aliens, and in dealing with them con- 
sideration was given to reports by the police, obtained through the 
Home Office, and to any information at the disposal of the War Office. 


In the House of Commons on Wednesday, Mr. Bonar Law, replying 
to Mr. Watt, said ;: The German colonies before the war oc upied be- 





tween 1,100,000 and 1,200,000 square miles. Of that extent about 
450,000 square miles have been « mauered by the Allies The area ot 
450.000 square miles includes German South-West Africa, Togoland, 
Kiauchau, and German possessions in the Pacific, but excludes that pot 
tion of Cameroon which is in the occupation of the Allies. Mr. Ma 
master asked whether, when speaking of these territories as having been 
conquered, the right hon. gentleman had kept in mind the observation 
of Bismarck that the possession and retention of colonies was decided 
in the main centres of action. Mr. Bonar Law: That is undoubtedly 
true, but it does not alter the fact that these territories are now in the 
occupation of the Allies Answering Mr. Watt, Mr. Bonar Law said 
that the figures he had given included the territory conquered by the 
Japanese. 


The public are cautioned to be sure of obtaining the genuine 
“Oxford "’ Sectional Bookcase, as exhibited at ‘‘ Ideal Homes’’ and 
other exhibitions, particulars of which may be obtained free from the 
sole inventors and manufacturers, William Baker & Co., Oxford. 
Avoid imitations, which, although similar in name and general appear- 
ance, are quite differently constructed, of inferior finish, and more 
expensive. The ‘ Oxford” is only genuine when connected with the 
name of Witt1am Baker & Co.—(Advt.) 





Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 
ROTA OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Date. EMERGENCY APPEAL Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Rota. No. 1. Joven, NEVILLE, 
Monday, July 19 Mr. Farmer Mr. Leach Mr. Greswell Mr. Bloxam 
Tuesday ...... 20 Synge Goldschmidt Church Jolly 
Wednesday .. 21 Church Borrer Leach Synge 
Thursday of Greswell Synge Borrer Farmer 
Friday — Jolly Farmer Synge Church 
Saturday 4 Bloxam Church Jolly Goldsch midg 
Date Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
: Eve. SARGANT. ASTBURY. YounorR, 
Monday, July Mr. Borrer Mr. Synge Mr. Goldschmidt Mr. Charch 
Tuesday ...... { Leach Borrer Bloxam Farmer 
W ednesday Greswell Jolly Farmer Goldschmidt 
Thursday .... Jolly Bloxam Charch Leach 
Peiday ...... 2 Bloxam Goldschmidt Greswell Borrer 
Saturdey .... 2 Synge Farmer Leach Cpeswell 





The Property Mart. 
Forthcoming Auction Sales. 

July 19.—Messrs. TuUcKkETT, WeBsTER & Co., at the Mart : Freehold Houses (see 
advertisement, back page, July 3). 

July 22.—Messrs. H. E. Foster & CRANFIELD, at the Mart: Reversions, Life Policies 
Tithe Rent Charges, and Shares (see advert 'sement, back page, this week) 

July 26.—Messrs. ReynoLps & Eason, at the Mart, at 2; Freehold Business 
Premises (see advertisement, back page, July 10). 

July 27.—Messrs. Hampton & Sons, at the Mart; Freehold Residence (see advertise 
ment, back page, July 10). 


Winding-up Notices. 
JOINT BSTOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

London Gazette.—TURSDAY, July 6. 


ALPHA AUTOMATIC, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before July 31, to setd thelr 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their glebts or claims, to Stanley Lingard, 


10, Marsden s', Manchester, liquidator. 
ALSOP, SON AND HamMMoND, Ltd.—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 17, to 

send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 

William Vaughan Lawrence, St. Stephen'schmbrs, Baldwin st, Bristol, liquidator 

CENTRAL AMERICAN EXPLORATION SYNDICATE, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or 
before Aug 16, to send their names and addresses, and full particulars of their 
debts or claims, to James Collison Parsons, 7a, Laurence Pountney hill, liquidator 

GLOBE CARS, LtTD.—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 16 to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Ralph Nye, 
48, Frederick's p!, Old Jewry, liquidator. 

MALCAST Founpry, Ltp. (Olid Company) (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION FOR THE PURPOSES 
OF REOONSTRUCTION).—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 5, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Harry Meredith, 
Prudential bidgs, Corporation st, Birmingham, liquidator 

Nova STEAM TRAP (0, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before July 20, to send 
their names snd addresses, and the particulars of their debts cr claims, to R. F. W. 
Fincham, 8, Warwick ct, Gray's inn, liquidator. 

RAWLINSON-HUbDSON Motor Cak DistRiBoTine Co, Ltp. (IN LIQUIDATION).—Creditors 
are required, on or before Aug 9, to send their names and sddresses, and the par- 
ticulars of their debts or claims, to Frelerick Westcott, 15, Cheapside, liquidator 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 


London Gazette.—F aivay, July 9. 

R. E. ADAMs & Co, Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before Auz 10, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particuars of their debts or claims, to Mr. Sydney 
Walter Hart, White House, 111, New st, Birmingham, liquidator. 

CYPRrvUs MoTOR TRANSPORT AND DEVELOPMENT Co, LTD,—Creditors are required, on or 
before Aug 31, tosend their names and addresses, and the particulars of their 
debts or claims, to Frederick Rowland, 70 Queen Victoria st, liquidator 

ELECTRICAL POWER STORAGE CO, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before July 51, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to James 
Gray and Walter Alexander Reid, Westferry rd, Millwall, liquidators. 
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GAsSTONIO S‘NDICATE, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 11, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts orclaims, to J. 
K ev_s, 23, Queen Victoria st, liquidator. 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
London Gazette.—TUkSDAY, Ju'y 13 


Atsor & Hurtos, Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 24, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to William 
Vau :han Lawrenee, St. Stephen's chmbra, Bildwin st, Bristol, liquidator. 

Rapium CLEANSER Co, Lrp. (In LiqurpaTioN).—Creditors are required, on or before 
July 31, to rend their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
to Harold John de Courcy Moore, 2 Gresham bidgs, liquidator. 

Rock Brewery Co, Lrp. (ABERDARE).—Creditors are require!, on or before July 
“9,to send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, 
to Charles Edwin Dovey, 31, Queen st, Cardiff. liquidator 

VENNERS ELECTRICAL COOKING AND HEATING APPLIANCES, LTD. —Creditor: are required 
on or before Aug 24, to send their names and addresses and particulars to U. E. 5 
Venner, 85, Loudon Wall, liquidator. 


-_——-- 


Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 


London Gazette—TvuESDAY, July 9. 
London Picture Palace Co, Ltd. 
Aruyle Athletic Club, Ltd 
Gastonio Syndicate, Ltd 


Willszrove Estate Syndicate, Ltd, 
r me, Ltd. 
H. N. Garrett (Bath), Ltd. 


Neilson & Co (Builders), Lid M. Naylor, Ltd. 
Cypras Moor Transport and Develop- Mariquita-Manizales Syndicate, Ltd 
ment Co, Ltd Isle of Man Racecourse and Sports 


Siliea Mil ing Co, Ltd 
H. Sammel « Arbib, Ltd. 
Ell stt, Son: & Co, Ltd. 


Grounds, Ltd. 
New Manufacturing Co (Pellolit), Ltd. 


London Gazette. —Tt ESDAY, July 13. 


H. Crubbh & Co, Ltd. Women's Aerial League of the British Em- 
Jos ph Grayson, Ltd pire 
Vennets El-ctrical Cookiig and He.ting National Refractory Minerals Proves; 
Aogte ces, Ltd. (Martin's Patent) Lt}. 
Lloyds Film Agency, V.td. Monafield Couservative Club Co, Ltd. 
Klaro Manufacturing Co, Ltd. Weaste Foundry Co, Ltd. 
Pougher & Co, Ltd, African Gold Recovery Co, Ltd. 
Safety Oil Ce, Ltd. Delmas Estate ani Colliery Co, Ltd. 

John Russell & Co, Ltd, 





Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


LAST DAY OF CLAIM. 
London Gazette. —TUESDAY, July 6. 


ADAMS, CHARLES HAROLD, Quorn, Leicester July 25 McAlpine, Leicester 

BATKIN, ENOCH, Stone Staffs Aug6é Adderley, Lougtu, Stalfs 

BENWELL, JAMES CASLRY, King st, Cheapside, Chartered Accountant Aug 5 Davidson 
& Co, King st, Cheapside 

Birch, Withtam, Langley Green, nr Oldbury Augi Bonser & Dawes Oldbury, nr 
Bi mingham 

Koorn, JAMES WALTER, Blackpool July 3i Huntbach, Hanley, Stoke-on-Trent 

HaooKke, THOMAS, Blackpool Aug?3 Ascroft & Co, Blackpool 

CALDWELL, ELIZABETH ANN, Ealing Aug! Kendall & Co, Carey st 

CAMPBELL, ADA BURGESS, Wilmslow, Chester Aug 10 Welsh & Sons, Manchester 

CORNELIUS WHEELER JOHN, Cosham, Hants Augi4 Stanes, Burslem 

DvuchEen®, Mary ELIZABETH, St Leonardson Sea Aug? Meadows & Co, 8t Le nards 
on Sea 

Durry, WILLIAN, Bristol Jaly 31 Bolton & Davidson, B istol 

FINLAY, GRORGHE NEIL, Long Melford, Suffolk, Land Surveyor Aug 6 Pettiver & 

Pea: kes, College hill 

FLETCHER, SARAH, Bary, Lanes Augii Howarth & Son, Bury 

GARDNER, ELIZABETH, Tabard st, Southwark Aug 6 Weeks, Borough High st 

GOoDES, EBSNEZER SAMUEL, Leytonstone Aug 7 Cartwright & Cunningham, Pater- 
noser row 

Goopwis, WILLIAM, Daventry Aug? Willoughby, Daventry 

Gaeen, GeoRGER, Ecclesfield, Yorks Aug? Smith & Co, Sheffield 

HARDMAN, MILLICENT MARY, Oldham Augil4 Inne?, Manchester 

HARDY, HARRIET, Nottinghan July 10 Bryan, Nottingham 

Heron, Copt ReGinaALD MANNING, Eari’sct sq Aug 3) Drake & Co, Rood In 

Hous, JAwESs, Bolney, Sussex, Butcher Augi5 Maynard & Smith, Brighton 

Hveues, WILLIAM Essineton, WarJour st, Printer and Publisher Aug2s Baileys & 
Co, Berners st 

Kerr, Joun Howarp, Abbots Langley, Herts Aug? Finnis & Co Clifford st, Bond st 

KIrLey, THOMAS, Bath, Florist Aug 16 Collins & Simmons, Bath 

Leook, HENRY GRORGR BERNARD, Norwich Augi Stratford, Norwi h 

MARK, JOHN, Hexham on Tyne, Farmer Aug? Rhage, Newcastle on Tyne 

— ~~ BENJAMIN, Bradford, Stock Broker Sept 1 Weatherhead & Knowles 
ingle 

MILLER, MARY ANN, Walthamstow Aug 7 Cartwright & Cunningham Paternoster row 

MOTTRAM, SARAH ELIZABETH, Prestwich nr Manchester, July 30 Minor & Co, Manchester 

MOX8Y, CAROLINE, Othery, Somerset Aug 1 Bishop & Tyler, Bridgwater 

NASH, WILLIAM GARDINER, St Paul's Cray, Kent, Paper Manufacturer Aug3 Bartlett 
& Son, Bush In 

NOLAN, Rev Tuomas, East Greenwich July 31 Cchill, Basinghal! st 

NORMAN, GEORGE HERBERT. Birch, Essex, Farmer July 16 Prior, Colchest_r 

PILLING, FRANK, Hale, Chester Aug l4 Lawson & Co, Manchester 

een i JouN, Talbot id, Kensington Aug? Malkin & Co, The Rectory House, 

artin s in 

SNELLING, Henry, JP, Walbrcok, Auctioneer Aug3 Bartlett & Son, Bush In 

SPOONER, WILLIAM DOUGLAS, Winchester July 80 Harris, Winchester 

Sprott, FANNY ELSaNor, West Kirby, heshire July 31 Woolcott & Co, West Kirby 

THomrses, WitttaM JoserH, Narrandera, New South Wales, Australia Nov 1 
Dunicliffe, Burton on Trent 

TORKINGTON, ALFRED, Rhyl, Flint, Builder Augil Gamlin, Rhyl 

WALKER, HENRY GREAVES, Ryder st,St James's July 31 Wilmot & Co, Clement's ion 

Waits, Rev RICHARD ALLEN, Oakham, Rutland Aug5 Hores & Co, Lincoln's inn fields 

WILLIAMS, FREDERICK. Sidcup, Kent, Bootmaker Aug3 Bartiett & Son, Bush In 

WILSON, ELEANOR, Chepstow mous, Bayswater Aug 5 Hussey & Muster, Stone bidgs, 
Lincoln's inn 

WorpswortH, RICHARD MicwagL, Goldhawk rd, Shepherd's Bash Aug4 Marriott & 
Co, St John’s bill 

Wricut, Mary ANNE, Tunbridge Wells aug 20 Cheale & Son, Tunbridee Wells 

badness ~*~ GorrTLiss, Lucknow, India, Hotel Proprietor Aug3 Bartlett & Son, 

ush in 
YounNo, GoprRByY, Sanderstead hill, Surrey aug3 Bartlett & Son, Bush In 
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BARTLETT, EDWARD, St. Dunstan’s rd, West Kensington Aug 14 Upperion @ ( 
Lin :oln's Inn fields 

RELL. MaRY ELIzAnerH, Kent's Bank, Lancaster Aug 10 Swainson & 80>, Lancaster 

BENNETT, JOSHUA, Sutton. Surrey August 25 Poppi-, Great St Taomas Apostle 

BLOFELD, the Rev ROBERT SINGLETON, Norwich Ang l4 Wilde & Co, College hi}; 


.o 


BROOKS, SUSANAH CAROLINE, High Barnet, Herts Aug®9 Beaumont & Son, Gres. 


ham house 

CARPENTER-GARNIER, JOHN TREFUSIS, Wickham, Southampton Aug 25 Gunner ¢ 
rons, Bishop's Waltham, Hants 

Cressex, WILLIAM, Kingston upon Hull Aug 9 Spink, Hull 

Coutter, WILLIAM Henry, Birmingham, Commercial Traveller Aug 21 Locker, Bir 
minghan 

Cour, Guonee Henry Deva Chathim, Jeweller, JP Aug3 Stephens, Chatham 

CRABTREE, SARAH Halifax Aug l4 “Dey, Halifax 

Davies, CATHERINE, Tredezar, M n July 30 Mo-gan & Co, Newrort, Mon 

DowbEN, FRANK, Christchurch, Hants, Jobmaster July 31 Mooring & Co, Christ. 
church 

Duwsn1tG, HANNAH Louise, Bradfield, Essex Sept 7 Thompsons & Co, Fast India ay 

EVERSDES, CHARLES IDEN, Cranb wok, Kent. Saddler July 29 Preston, Tonbricge 

GARDNER, ALFRED HENKY, Folk stone July 31 Warren & Co, Bloomsbury sq 

GASKELL, EVAN, Halifax Aug l4 Dey, Halifax 

GELDERD-SOMERVELL, ROGER FREVERICK CHURCHILL, Wal.ingford, Oxford Aug 7 
S arp: & Co, New ct 

Gips, WALTER, Alprahem,nr Tarrorley,Cnester Ang2l Sale & Co, Manchester 

Guson, CAROLIN® Kats, Thornbury, Glos Augé Daniel, Ramagate 

Homes, Lizzie HasTINGs, Manhattan, New York, USA Aug7 Valpy & Co, Lincoln’, 
inn fields 

HoRDERN, WILLIAM GARSTANG, Leamington Aug3l1_ Burnham & Co, We!ling) rough 

INNES, WILMOT ARUNDEL, Brighton Augl0 Ny. & Donne, Brighton 

IRVING, ANN, South Otterington, or Northallerton Aug2l Swinburne, Gateshead 

JARRATT, SOLOMON, Purfleet, Essex Angi? Siack & Co, Queen Victoria st 

‘oumson. WALTER, Northallerton Aug5 Bischoff & Co, Gt Winchester st 

KINSEY, ALICE HIGNETT, Silford. Lancs Aug 10 Laycock & Co, Altrincham 

LETT, SARAH MAY, Parliament st. Westminster, Barmaid Aug 9 Ru-s-ll, Broadway, 
Bexley Heath 

Maw, WILLIAM WoopHaM, Bexley, Kent Aug 13 Laytons, Budge row 

MASON, SARAH, Wasall July 31 Miler, Walsall 

Mawson, Louisa, Bowdon, Chester Aug 13 Makinson & Co, Manchester 

MAYNE, ARTHUR HeRtoT, Manchester, Solicitor Augl2 Boote & Co, Manchester 

Moss, RAPHARL, Chiche'e rd, Cricklewo.d Aug 9 Hyman & Co, Guildhall chmi:s 

Pace, Epwin ArTHoR, Birmingham, Costumier July 31 Hargreave & Heaton, 
Birmingham 

PRYCE, ALEXANDER THOMAS ALBERT, Withyham, Sessex Aug 31 Burnham & Co, 
Wellingborvugh 

RADCLYFFER, CONSTANCE ALBUERA, Wickham, Southam;ton Ang 25 Gunner & Sons, 
Bishop's Waltham, Hants 

RAYMOND, EDWARD WETHERALL HuNTER, Wimbledon, Surrey Aug 5 Lowe & Co, 
Temple gdps 

ROLuEY, JostaH, Elton. Derby, Wheelwright Aug 30 Taylors, Bakewell 

ROWNTREE, GuorGE, Kingston upon Hull, Fish Merchant Aug 31 Lockins & Co, 
Hull 

RvSsELL, FRANK, Ea ticigh, Southampton, Station Master Augi2 Waller& [hornback, 
Southampton 

SovuTuin, Joun Husert, Whetstone, Middix Auz5 Pitfield, Petworts 

SPRANGLE, SARAH, Clevedon, Somerset Aug 3 Dav & Wright, Bristol 

STEEVENY, ANNE EGAN, Cheltenham July 19 Winterbotham & Co, Co Cheltenhom 

TALFOURD, KATHARINE, Weatcliffon Sa Aug 2l Gregsons & Powe |, Souben! on Sa 

rAYLOR, WILLIAM, Curhampton, Southampton, Miller Aug25 Gunner& Sous, Bi hop's 
Waltham, Hants 

THorsi10N, ELrzapetrea Axw, Wh tburn, Durham July 17 guthwaite, Widdlesbrou_h 

TONKINSON, ALBERT JosePH, Codsall, Stafford, Surgeon Agi Stratton & Son, 
Wolverhampton 

WHITCHURCH, LESLIE SEDGWICK, Tidworth, Wilts Aug 18 Andrew & Co, (ireat 
James st 

Woop, CHARLES Pacer, W kes Cclne Hall, Easex, JP, DL Aug 12 Western & Sons 
Essex st 8 rand 


London Gozette—TUESDAY, July 13. 


PALDWIN, Joun Govan, S'ourport Sept 1 Watson, Stourport 

EKALBY, ALFRED, Mur.ay rd, Wimbledon, Commercial Traveller Aug 15 Hubbard 
Bloomsbury eq 

Reatrie, JOHN Bord, Fenham, Newcastle upon Tyne, Draper Aug l0 riddle & 
Criddle, Newcastle upon Tyne 

BINGHAM, WILLIAM ALEXANDER BA®tiING, Rosehill, ur Cheltenham Aug 51 Bicer & 
Co, New sq, Lincoln's iun , 

POULTER, ISABEL SARAH, Annette crea, Islington Aug 23 Barnard & Taylor 
Lineoln’s inn fields 

BaRitren, ANN, Barvet, Herts Augi6 Creed, Barnet 

BURBIDEE, EoWAxD, Clifton, nr Mancherter, Collier Aug 14 Campbell & Co, 
Warwick : 

CLEGG, MARY ANN, Rakewood, nr Littleborough, Lancs Aug 2% Jackson & Co, 
Rochdale 

DARWENT, CAROLINE. Huddersfield Aug 16 Dransfield & Hodgkinson, Penistone 

Duce, Dr CHARLES THomMas, Wrexham July 31 Robert:, Wrexham 

DuNDAS-MovaT, GEorGE Movat, Aldenham, Herts Aug 14 Mayo & Co, Drapers 
dns 

ELLioTT, JAMES ARTHUR, Manchester, Solicitor Augi2 Boote & Co, Manchester 

Finpy, JOLIANA Dent, Askiigg, Yorks July 30 Chapman & Wilkinson, Leyburm, 
Yorks 

Foxcrorr, FREDERICK WALTER, Sutton Coldfield, Warwick Aug 14 Gi isyer& Co, 
Birm ngham 

FREXCH, ARES Jon, Great Saling, Essex, Bricklayer July :0 Ho!mes & Hills, 
Bocking E d, Braintree 

Growpt, LADISLAUs Oro, Torquay Aug? Foster & Somerville, To quay 

HaL¥s, JonN, Bournemouth Sept 7 Cobb & Sons, York 

Hewitt, EMILY, Heath st, Hempstead Augi7 Emanuel & Co, Walbrook 

Jones, SARAH,Great Yarmouth Augi4 Harmer & Co, Great Yarmouth 

Kemp, Em, brighton Aug 2% Golding & Co, Cannon st 

KILLINGBECK, CATAERISE, Clitheroe, Lancs Sept 1 Baldwin, & Co, Clitherve 

LANO, JONATHAN COMBEN, sen, Stone Agent, JONATHAN COMBEN LANo, jun, and 
SUSANNA BENNETT LANO, all late of Portland, Dorset Augl0 Andrews & Co, 
Weymouth 2 

LEE, SAMURL, Higher Bebington, Chester, Builder Augi0 Tyrer & Co, Liverpoo! 

LEEMING, HERBERT WILLIAM, Madras, Inlia Aug 21 Penniogton & Son, Lincolws Inu 
flelds 

MATTREWS, HAROLD CHARLES PERCIVAL, Honeybourne rd, West Hampstead, Hardware 
Merchant Aug19 Kimber & Co, Oid Jewry 

ME Apows, GEORGE, Lowestoft Augll Edwards & Co, Lawrence In 

MEDWAY, MaTTHEW TaoMas, Shardeloes ru, New Cross, Lift Mauufacturer Aug 31 
Coburn & Co, 8t Helen's pl : 

Murpuy, CHARLOTIE, Pembridge pl, Bayswater Aug 12 Lyell & Betenson, Livyds av 

OLIPHANT, Gen Sir Laurence JAME*, KCB, KCVO, Hans rd, Ha spl Avg 10 Meynell 
& Pemberton, Uld Queen st, W estMinster 

PARKER, GEORGE BaBINeTON, Red L:Onsq Aug 15 Tweedie, Lincoln's inn fy Ids 

PEART, FREDERICK, Sutton Coldfield Maiufacturee Aug 14 Evershed & Tombiisou 
Birmingham 
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pret, SARAH JANE, St Helens, Lancs, Licensed Victualler July 31 Barrow & Cook, St 


Helens 


PoLLock, GEORGE FREDERICK, Hanworth, Middlesex, late Senior Master of the Supreme 
c Stuttaford, 8t Helens pi 


Court and King’s Remembrancer July 31 
porrtvarr, CHARLES Evan RODERICK, Twickenham 
Norfolk House, Thames Embankment 


RoperTs, WILLIAM, Deane, Bolton, Farwer Aug 2 Greenhalgh, Bolton 
spacer, JOHN GRorGE, Borghton Moncheleea, nr Maidstone, Monumental Mason Aug® 


Monckton & Co, Maidstone 


guuwrs, Rev Prebendary WILLIAM, Hereford Aug 21 Pennington & Son, Lincola’s 


ion fields 
erarLes, MARY, Sheffield Augl4 Smith & Co, Sheffield 


grewak?, Lypia, Lytham, Lancs Aug4 May & Hamer, Blackpool 
Lightbound & Co, Liverpool 


Tuomas, WILLIAM, Liverpool, Shipowner Aug 16 


Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette—TuEsDAY, July 6. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


BarpER, ARTHUR, Crewe, Coal Merchant Nantwich 
June 16 Ord July 2 

BERRY, ALGERNON LAWRENCE, Herondale av, Wandsworth 
Surveyor Wandsworth Pet April 23 Ord July 1 

Borvis, JOSEPH, South Shields, General Dealer New- 
castle upon Tyne Pet June 30 Ord June 30 

Carrer, RICHARD, Red Lion st, Clerkenwell, Plate Chest 
Manufacturer High Court Pet July 1 Ord July i 

Conus, ISRARL, Amhurst rd, Hackney, Cabinet Maker 
High Court Pet Jaly1 Ord July 1 

Davies, Taomas Francis, Aberavop, Glam Neah Pe 
July 2 Ord July 2 

Dixos, Geornce & Co, Bristol, Scrap Metal 
Bristol Pet June 18 Ord July 2 

Downes, JoHN NoweuL, Westminster High Court Pet 
Junel Ord July 2 

EpGAR, ARTHUR, Leicc ster, Tailor Leicester Pet Ju'y 3 
Ord July 3 

Forp, Mosks, Thort eyweod, Not‘ ingham, Fishmon :er's 
Asistant Nottinsham Pet July 1 (rd July 1 

Powis, Jown, Lakenhim, Norwic :, Cual Deal:r No wich 
Pet July 2 Ord July 2 

Fraser, HERBERT C, Sloane gdns High Court 
wit Ord July 2 

Forsiss, WILLIAM H, & Co, Mark In, Timber Merchants 
High Court Pet Juone8 Ord July 2 

Gorton, Joun Krirey, York, Coutr.ctur York Pet 
June 18 Ord July 3 

GoLpr8#, CHARLES, Twickenham HighCourt Pet June 15 
Ord July 2 

Gairritus, THOMAS, St. Thomas, Swansea, Grocer 5 an- 
sea Pet July 1 Ord July 1 

Games James ARTHUR, Morecambe, Printer 
Pet July 2 Ord July 2 

GUTMANN AND HARRISON, Cheapside, Merchan'‘s 


Pet 


Merchants 


Pet Aug! 


P eston 


Nish 


Court Pet May 13 Ord June 2% 

Halt, Harry, Sheffield Engi.eer’s Labourer theffield 
Pet July 1 Ord July 1 

Heatu. S'ANLBEY, Exeter, Auctioneer Exeter Pet Ju e 
18 Ord Ju’y 1 ° 


HILL, ALFRED, and EpwarRp Borier, High Wycombe, 
Chair Manufacturers Aylesbury Pet July3 Ord 
July 3 

Isaacs, HARRY JomN, Reading, Boat Builder Rea linz 
Pet June 17 Ord Jaly3 

JAMES, WILLIAM BENJAMIN, Gilfach, Pargoed, Glam, 
Labourer Merthyr Tydfil PetJuly3 Od July3 

KEYMER, RoBERT, Gorkat«n, Norfolk, Piano Dealer Gt 
Yarm mth Pet June 30 Ord June 30 

Morris, Groner, Pontypridd, Grocer Pontypridd Pet 
Jaly1 Ord July 1 

RANDELL, WILLIAM Ne Lsoy, Walberton, nr Arundel, Up- 
holsterer Brigh on Pet July 2 Ord July 2 

SECKERSON, EDMUND, Dudiey, Worcester, Builder's Fore- 
man Dudley Pet July 1 Ord July 1 

SuirH, WiLL'aM CoTToN, Brookland, 
Hastings Pet Jaly 1 Ori July 1 

Teacher, SoLomoN, Kingsland rd, Gramophone Dealer 
and Jewell r High Court Pet Jaly 2 Ord July 2 

Wittams Joux. Go'dthorpe, Yorks, 
Sxefield Pet July 3 Ord July3 


Kent, Grocer 


Aug 15 





Greengrocer, 


Williams & James, 


fells 
WHITE, 


WIMPERIS, MABEL Mary, 
bigs, Basingha!l st 


chester 








Amended notice substi' uted for that pub ished In the 
London Gazette of June .9: 


GoMRkZ, BARTOLOME and JOHN ARTHUR SLOAN, Liverpool, 
Fruit Importers Liver,ool Pet June 7 Ord June 25 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


ARMSTRONG, Roy, Clifton, Ashborne, Derby July 16 at 
ll Off Rec, 12, St P ter’« chu chyd, Deby 

BARBER, ARTHUR, Crewe, Coal Werchant July li at3 
North Stafford Hote', Stoke on Trent 

BouLT, Joun, and Jonn Huon Bout, Che ter, Electric ans 
July l4ati2 Crypt chmb-s, Chester 

BREWINS, WILLIAM BENNITT, Stourbridge, Book eller 
July 15 at 11.30 Off Rec, 1, Priory st, Dudi-y 

BuRDIS, JOSEPH, Sonth Shields. General Dealer June 14 
atll Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, Newcastle on Tyne 

CARTER, RICHARD, Red Lion st, Clerkenwell, Plate Chest 
Manu acturer July 13 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs 
Carey st 

Cowen, Iskakt, Ambhurst rd, Hackney, Cabinet Maker 
July 5 atll Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

DOWNES, JOHN NOWELL, Westminster Jaly 15 a 
Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

FowLE, Joun, Lakenham, Norwich, Coal Dealer 
at 1 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

FRASER, HERBERT C, Sloane gdns July 15 at 12 
ruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

FURNISS, WILLIAM H, & Co, Mark in, Timber 
July 15 at 1 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

GOLDI®, CHARLES, Twickenham July 14 at 12 
ruptcy bidga, Carey st 

GOMEZ, BARTOLOME and JOHN ARTHUR SLOAN, Liverpo || 
Fruit Importers July 13 at li Off Rec, Union 
Marine bidgs, 11, Da'e st, Liverpool 

GRIFFITHS, THOMAS, St Thomas, Swase:, Grocer, 4« 
July 15 at 11 Off Rec, Government bidgs, 8t Mary st, 
Swansea 


11.30 
July 14 

lank 
Merchant 


Jank- 


GUTMANN AND HARRISON, Cheayside, Merchants July !4 
at 11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
JEFventss, Loutrs HENRY, B'a'na, Mon, Boot Repairer 


July 13 at 11 
Mon 


JEFFS, CAMERON, Portheawl,Glam July léat3 Off Re, 
117, 8t Mary st, Cardiff 
KiTcHinae, Harry, Redcar, Yorks, }lumber Ju'y 15 at 


11.30 

KNFELL, HENRY Canterbury, Bootmaker 
Off Rec, 684, Castle st, Canterbury 

LAMMING, WALTER FRANCI<, Great Grimsby. Fish Me- 
ehant’s Clerk July 13 at 11 Off Rec, St Mary's 
ehmbrs, Great Grimsby 

LANGDON, DAVID, Bedlinog, G'am, General D a'er July 14 
at 12 Off Rec, County Court, Town Hal!, Merthyr 
Tydfil 

MORRIS, GEORGE, Pontypridd, Grocer July 16 at 11.30 
Off Rec, St Catherines chmbrs, St Catherine st, Po.ty- 
pridd 

PRITCHARD, WILL'TAM JAMES, 
Farmer July 14 at 11.30 
Bristol 

RANDELL, WILLIAM N&Lgon, Walberton, nr Arundel, 
U Isterer July l4at2.30 Off Rec, 124, Marlborough 
pl, Brighton 

RASDALL, WILLIAM, York, Hotel Manager 
Off Rec, 48, Westborough, Scarborough 

ScoTcwHEerR, JOHN ADAMS, Bury St Edmunds, Gunmaker 
July 13 at 2.30 Off Rec, 36, Princess st, Ipswich 


Off Rec, Court chmbr-, Albert rd, Middl -sbrong 
July 14 at 10.45 


nr Bath, 
Baldwin st 


Bitheaston, 
Off Rec, 26, 


16 at 4 


July 





Off Rec, 144, Commercial st, Newpo t, 


WALpDsTEIn, Lour?, Hartfleld, Sussex 
WALKER, HEVRY, Kirkoswald, Camberiand 
WILLIAM, Ranelagh, 
Goddard & Co, Clements inn, Strand 


THOROWGOOD, SAMUEL THOMAS DuTTON, Haywards Heath, Sussex, Boot Maker Aug 10 
Nye & Donne, Brighton 
TOWNSEND, HUGH VeRk, Edith rd, West Kensington 


July 31 Townsend, Stockton on 


ees 
VAN RAALTE, Jacgues, Tunbridge Wells, Financier Sept 3 Cheale & Son, Tunbridge 


Aug 27 Lewis & Yglesias, Old Jewry 


Aug i4 Arnison & Co, Penrith 
Dublin, Minager Life Assurance Soci ty Aug 13 
New (Oxford st Aug 4 Debenbam & Sogar, Gresham 


WooLLey, CHARLOTTE, Shawford, nr 


WoOoLLey, HERREKT, Shawford, nr Winchester 


Winchester Aur 6 Wooldridge & Son, Win- 


Aug 6 Wooldridge & Son, Winchester 


SECKERSON, EpMuND, Dudley, Worcester, Build r's Fore- 
man July 15 at 12 Off Ree, 1, Priory st, Dudley 
SLATER, RONALD, Manchester, Hosier July 14 at 3 Off 
Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

SMITH, EDWIN Makaiort, Long Eator, Derby, Lace Manu- 
facturer July 16 at 11.90 Off Rec, 12, St Peter's 
churehyd, Derby 

SMITH, WILLIAM CoTTON, Brookland, Kent, Grocer July 
16 at 2.30 Off Rec, 124, Marlborough pl, Brighton 

TEACHFR, SOLOMON, King-land rd, Gramophone Dea'er 
July l4atl2 Bankrapicy bigs, Corsy at 

TAURTLE, Ropert Henny, jon, Great Yarmouth, Job 
~ = “ped July 14 at 12.30 Off Rec, 8, King st Nor- 
wich 

WALLEN, SAMURL, Abercarn, Mon, Draper July 14 at 11 
Off Ree 144, Commercial at, Newport, Mov 

WARDLEY, GRORGR WILLIAM, Bridlington, Stationer July 
16 at4.45 Off Rec, 48, Westborough, Scarborough 

YORKER, JoserH, Scarborough, Coachbuilder uly 16 at 
430 Off Rec, 48, West borough, Scarborough 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
Burbs, Josepn, South Shields, General Dealer N weastl: 
upon Tyne Pet Jane 30 Ord June 3” 
CARTER, RICHARD, Red Lion at, Clerkenwel!, Pla'e Chest 


Manufacturer High Cv vurt Pit July 1 Ord 
July 1 

Conen, Iseagt, Amburst rd. Hackney, Cabinet Maker 
High Court PetJuly1l Ord July 1 

DAYVIeS. THOMAS Francis, Aberavon,Glam Neath Tet 


July 2 OdJuly 2 
Forp, Mosgs, Thorney#o d, Nottingham, Fishmonger's 


Assistant Nottingham Pet Jaly1 Ord July 1 

FowLr, Jonux, Lak nam Coal Dealec Norwich Pet 
July2 Ord July 2 

Griues, JAMES ARTHUR, Morecambe, Printer Preston 
Pet July 2 Ord July 2 

HALL, Harry, Sheffield, Enzin er's Labourer Sheffield 


Ord Jaly 1 


Pet July 1 
nd Eowarp Borier, High Wycombe, 


HILL, ALFRED, 


Chair Manaf ctar rs Aylesbury Pet July 3 Ord 
July 3 

JAMES, WILLIAM BENJAMIN, Gilfach, Bargo d, G'am 
Labourer Merthyr Tydfil PetJuly 3 Ord July 3 

KeyMer, Rowert, Gorle:ton, Norfolk, Piano Dealer 
Gt Yarmouth Pet June 8) Ord June 30 

MORRIS, GEORGE, P ntypridd, Grocer Pontypridd Pet 
July1 Ord July 

RANDELL, WILLIAM NeLgon, Walberton. nr Arunde’, 


Pet Jaly 2 Ord Jaly 2 
Merchant, Kingston, 


Upholsterer Brighton 
ROBERTS, GrorGas, Brighton, Coal 
Surrey Pet June 29 Ord July 1 
SECKERSON, EDMUND, Dud'ey,Wore ster Builder's Foreman 
Dudley Pet Jaly1 Ord July 1 
SMITH, ERNEST SYDNEY GILBERT, Shirland rd, Maida Vale, 
Builder High Court Pet April 2s Ord July 1 


SMITH, WILLIAM CoTTon, Brookland, Grocer Mastings 
Pet July 1 Ord July 1 

TREACHER, SOLOMON, Kings'and ri Gramophone Dealer 
High Court Pet July 2 Ord July 2 

WALLEN, sSSAMURL, Abercarn. Mon, Draper Newport 
Mon Pet June 19 Ord June 

WILuiaMs, JonN, Goldthorpe, Yorks, Greengrocer 
Sheffield Pet July 3 Ord July 3 








THE LIGENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 


a4, 


BREOORGATE! 


FUND, LIMITED, 


ESTABLISHED IN 1890. 


SrTRBEeET, Lonwwpoow, 


z.o. 


LICENSES INSURANCE. 


SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS. 
Upwards of 750 Appeals to Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the direction and supervision of the Corporation. 
Suitable Clauses for insertion in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settled by Counsel, will be sent va 


POOLING INSURANCE. 
The Corporation also insures risks in connection with FIRE, CONSEQUENTIAL LOSS, 
BURCLARY, WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION, FIDELITY CUARANTEE, THIRD PARTY, &o., under 


application. 


a perfected Profit-sharing system. 


APPLY FOR PROSPECTUS. 
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London Gazette.—FRIDAY, July 9. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


AvustIy, ALFRED, Leicester sq, Music Hall Artist High 
Court Pet Feb1 Ord Juanes 

BALDES, SAMUEL DInspaLB, Edgbaston, Birmingham, 
Solicitor Kirmingham Pet Jane7 Ord July 6 

BALL, JAMES FREDERICK, Andoversford, Glos, Trout 
Farmer Cheltenham Pet July 7 Ord July 7 

BURDON, AUSTIN, Kingston upon Hull), Bridge Foreman 
Kingeton upon Hall Pet Jaly5 Ord July 6 

CLERMONT, GRORGE, Mo rgate st, Stockbrokers Clerk High 
Court Pet Feb6é Ord July 6 

CLAYTON, THOMAS, Lincoln, Butcher Lincoln Pet July 5 
Ord July 6 

COOLEY, EDWARD, Boston, Lincs, Auctioneer Bradford 

Pet June il Ord July 7 

DAVIES, ALFRED, Begelly, Pembroke, Licensed Victualler 
Pembroke Dock Pet July 5 Ord July 6 

DUNGWORTH, EDWARD MADIN jun, Sheffield, U pholsterer 
Sheffield Pet July5 OrdJulyS 

FURNESS, HERBERT, Birdholme, Chester ld,; Baker 
Chesterfi id Pet July5 Ord July5 

GETTINGS, MARTIN, Kingston upon 
Stevedore Kingston upon Hull 
July 6 

GiLL, Groner WILLIAM, Wakefield, Teamer 
Pet July 5 Ord July 5 

Gray, HARRY WILLIAM, Great Missenden, Bucks, Pro- 
fessional Billiard Player High Court Pet July 7 
Ord July 7 

HACKNEY, WILLIAM Spencer, Nottingham, Lace Manu- 
facturer Nottingham Pet June is Ord July 2 

Levy, Myer, Cicely rd, Peckham, Retailer of Giass Ware 
High Court Pet June 10 Ord July7 

Musgrave, Mager, Ryhill, Yorks, Travelling Auctioneer 
Wakefield PetJuly 6 Ord July 6 

OVEREND, WILKINSON, Shefileld, Surgeon Sheffield Pet 
JuneS Ord July 6 

OWEN, WILLIAM, Victoria st, Westminster, Coal Merchant 
High Court Pet May 21 Ord July 7 

PARKER, RALPH BLANCHARD, Leeds Pet July 5 Ord 
July 5 

PENDRILL, ALBERT WILLIAM, Winchester st, Pimlico, 
Cab Proprietor High Court Pet June 17 Ord 
July7 

Port, JAMES, Newtown, Newmills, Derbyshire, Butcher, 
Stockport Pet July5 OrdJuly 5 

FULLAN, JOHN, Boston Spa, Yorks, Wheelwright York 
PetJuly 6 Ord July 6 

TURNER, THOMAS NKASHAN, Saltburn, Yorks, Joiner 
Middlesbrough Pet July 5 Ord July5 

Woop, ALBERT LEWis EDWARD, New Earswick, Yorks, 
Shorthand Writer York PetJuly6 Ord July5 


FIRST MEETINGS. 

BERRY, ALGERNON LAWRENCE, Herondale av, Wandsworth 
Common, Surveyor July 16 at 12.30 132, York rd, 
Westminster Bridge ri 

BURDON, AUSTIN, Kingston upon Hull, Bridge Foreman 
July 19 at 11 Off Rec, York City, Bank chmbrs, 
Lowgate, Hull 

CLERMONT, GEORGE, Moorgate st, Stockbrokers Clerk 
July 19 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

COPELAND, ABRAHAM LEWis, Broughton, Salford, Music 
Publisher July 16 at 3 Off Rec, Byrom st, 
Manchester 

Epvaan, Artuur, L icester, Tailor July 16 at3 Off Rec, 
1, Berridge st, Leicester 

ForD, Mosks, Thorneywood, Nottingham, Fishmonger's 
Assistant July 17 at ll Off Rec, 4, Custle pl, Park 
at, Nottingham 

GETTINGS, MARTIN, Kingston upon Hull, Forman Steve- 
dore July 19 at 11.30 Off Rec, Yok City Bank 
chmbrs, Lowgate, Hull 

UILL, @Bon@s WILLIAM, Wakefield, Teamer July 16 at 11 
Off Rec, 21, King st, Wakefield 

Gorton, Joun Kirsy, York,Contractor July 19at3 Off 
Rec, The Red House, Duncombe pl, York 

GRAY, MARRY WILLIAM, Great Missenden, Bucks, Profes- 
sional Billiard Player July 20 at 11 Bankruptcy 
bldgs, Carey st 

GRIMES, JAMES ARTHUR, Morecambe, Lancs, Printer 
July 19,at 11.30 Off Kec, 18, Winckley st, Preston 

HALL, HARRY, Sheffield, Engineer's |Labourer July 16 
at 3.30 Off Rec, Figtree In, Sheffleld 

HAMMOND, WILLIAM THOMAS, Deene, Northampton, Baker 
July 16 at 12.15 Law Courts, Peterborough 

HATH, STANLEY, Exeter,‘ Auctioneer July 19 at 3 uff 
Rec, 9, Bedford cir, Exeter 

JAMES, (WILLIAM BENJAMIN, Gilfach Bargoed Glam, 
Labourer July 20 at 3.30 Off Rec, County Court, 
Town Hall, Merthyr Tydfil 

Jonnson, ToM, and EVAN THOMAS LLOYD, Neath, Grocers 
July 16 at 11 Off Rec, Government bidgs, St Mary 
s!, Swansea 

KEYMER, RopERt, Gorleston, Norfolk, Piano Dealer Jaly 
17 at 1.15 Off Rec, 8, Kipg st, Norwich 

LAID, ALFRED JosEPH, Burnley, Plumber July 19 at 11 
Off Ree, 13, Winckley st, Preston 

LEVY, MYER, Cicely rd, Peckham, Retaller of Glassware 
July 20 atl Bankruptey bidgs, Carey st 

MUSGRAVE, MAGER, Ryhill, Yorks, Travelling Auctioneer 
July 16 at 1138u Off Rec, 21, King st, Wakefield 

OwEN, WILLIAM, Victoria st, Westminster, Coal Merchant 
July20at12 Bankruptey bidgs, Carey st 

PARKER, RALPH BLANCHARD, Leeds July 16 at 11 Off Rec, 
%4, Bond st, Leeds 

PARRY, SAMUEL TaYLor, Chester Engineer July 17 at 
11.30 Crypt chmbrs, Chester 

PENDRILL, ALBERT WILLIAM, Winchester st, Pimlico Cab 
Proprietor July, 21 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

PULLAN, JOHN, Boston Spa, Yorks, Wheelwright July 21 
at 3 Off Rec, Tne Red House, Duncombe pl, York 

['URNER, THOMAS NEASHAM, Saltburn by the Sea, Yorks 
Joiner July 19 at 11.30 Off Rec, Court chmbrs, 
Albert rd, Middlesbrough 

WILLIAMS, JouN, Goldthorpe, Yorks, Greengrocer July 16 
at 3 Off Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield 


Hull, Foreman 
Pet July 5 Ord 


Wakefield 





Woop, ALBERT Lewis Epwarp, New Earswick, Yorks, 
Shorthand Writer July 19 at 3.30 Off Rec, The Red 
House, Duncombe pl, York 

ADJUDICATIONS 

BALL, JAMES FREDERICK, Andoverstord, Glos, Trout 
Farmer Cheltenham Pet July 7 Ord July 7 

BRICK, ALBERT EDWARD EMANUEL, Hanover sq High 
Court Pet May 20 Ord July 7 

BuRDON, AUSTIS, Kingston upon Hall, Bridge Foreman 
Kingston upon Hall Pet July 5 Ord July 6 

CLAYTON, THOMas, Lincoln, Butcher Lincoln Pet July 5 
Ord July 5 

DAVIES, ALFRED, Begelly, Pembroke, Licensed Victualler 
Pembroke Dock PetJuly 5 Ord July 5 

DuxnewortHa, EDWARD MADIN, jun, Sheffield, Upholsterer 
Sheffield Pet July5 Ord July 5 

Furness, Herpert, Birdholne, Chesterfield, Baker 
Chesterfield Pet July5 Ord July 5 

Furniss, WILLIAM HOTHERSAL, Mark In, Timber Mer- 
chant Hig:Court Pet Jane 8 Ord July 7 

GETTINGS, MARTIN, Kingston upon Hull, Foreman Steve- 
dore Kin«ston apon Hull Pet July5 Ord July 5 

Git, Grornas WILLIAM, Wakefield, Irainer Wakefield 
Pet July 5 Ord Jaly 5 

Gorroxy, Joun Kinsey, York, Contractor, York Pet 
June 18 Ord July 5 

GRAY, Harry WILLIAM, Great Missenden, Bucks, Pro- 
fessional Billiard Player H gh Court Pet July 7 Ord 
July 7 

Haare. STANLaY, Exeter, Auctioneer Exeter Pet June 
18 Ord July 6 

Horsey, CAROLINE EctzapeTH, Dorset sq High Court 
Pet Mar 12 Ord July 7 

MUSGRAVE, MaGer, Ryhill, Yorks, Travelling Auctioneer 
Wakefield Pet July6 Ord July 6 

Norr, JAmEs, Newtown, New ills, Derbyshire, Butcher 
Stockport Pet July 5 Ord July 5 

Pack, Louse ALice, High st, Clapham High Court Pet 
May 18 Ord July7 

PARKER, RALPH BLANCHARD, Hunslet, Leeds Leeds Pet 
July 5 Ord July 5 

PULLAN, JOHN, Boston Spa, Yorks, Wheelwright York 
Pet July 6 Ord July 6 

ROSENBERG, Epuraim, High rd, Kilburn, Confectioner 
High Court Pet May 4 Ord July 5 

TURNER, THOMAS NEASHAM, Saltourn, Yorks, Joiner 
Middlesbrough PetJuly 5 Ord July 5 

WALKER, WILLIAM, Biackpool, Blackpool Pet June 4 
Ord July 3 

Woop, Asaune Lewis Epwarp, New Earswick, Yorks, 
Shorthand Writer York PetJaly 5 Ord July 5 

YOXALL, WILLIAM ARNOLD, Ashton under Lyne 
Ashton under Lyne Pet Marl0 Ord July 3 


London Gazette—TuEsDAY, July 13. 


RECEIVING ORDERS. 

ALDERSON, RUPERT ALTHORPR, Leeds, Pawnbroker's 
Assistant Leeis Pot July 8 Ord Julys 

BERRY, WILLIAM, Shee In, Enginser High Court Pet 
Jaly 10 Ord July 19 

CHATTERIS, WILLIAM ALFRED, Great Grimsby, House 
Furnisher Great Grimsby PetJuly10 Ord July 10 

CouLTER, JAMES, West Hartlepool, Railway Company's 
Clerk Sunderland Pet July9 Ord Juy®9 

CULLINGTON, WILLIAM Henry WALDEN, Oakham, 
Rutiand, Grocer Leicester Pet July 9 Ord 
July 9 

ECCLES, WILLIAM, Preston, Cotton Manufacturer Preston 
Pet July8 Ord July 8 

GENGE, HAKoLD W, Coleman st, Solicitor 
Pet April 23 Urd July 9 

Gipsos, Hon Victor, Old Bond st High Court Pet Mar 
18 Ord July 9 

LOCKWOOD, CHARLES, Penistone York Farmer Barnsley 
Pet July 8 Ord July 8 

MATTHEWS, FREDERICK ARTHUR, Piddletown, Dorset, 
Dairy,Manager Dorchester Pet July9 Ord July 9 

MATTHEWS, HENRY CoLLEDGE, Wolverhampton, Hardware 
Merehant Wolverhampton Pet July 8 Ord July 8 

MEACOCK, RoBERT ALFRED, Darlington, Auctioneer 
Stockton on Tees Pet July 9 Ord July 9 

MENTASTI, GIOVANNI, Arundell st, Haymarket, Hotel 
Proprietor High Court Pet July8 Ord July 8 

NORTH, FREDERICK, Hillier rd, Clapham Common, Insur- 
ance Agent Wandsworth Pet July 8 Ord July 8 

PAGK, HERBERT, Queen Victoria st, Electrical Engineer 
High Court Pet July8 Ord Jaly 8 

SARGENT, SouLSBY & Co, Old Bailey, Wholesale Stationers 
High Court PetJune23 Ord July 8 

TAYLOR, JoHN MILN&#, Milnrow, Lincs, Licensed Victualler 
Rochdale Pet July 10 Ord July 10 

THEWLIS, FREDERICK, Crosland Moor, Huddersfield, Raz 
Grinder (Journeyman) Huddersfield PetJuly9 Ord 
July 9 

Wananesow, EVELYN EruHEt, Alton, Southampton Win- 
chester Pet July 19 Ord July 10 

WARWICK, HERMANN, Francis st, Tottenham Court rd 
High Court Pet May 13 Ord July 8 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


ALDERSON, RUPERT ALTHORPS, Leeds, Pawnbroker's 
Assistant July 22 at 11 Off Rec, 24, Bond st, 


High Court 


Leeds 

BALDEN, SAMUEL DINSDALE, Edgbaston, Birmingham, 
Solicitor July 30 at 11.30 Ruskin chmbrs, 191, Cor- 

ation st, Birmingham 

BERRY, WILLIAM, Shoe in, Engineer July 23at 12 Bank- 
ruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

CLAYTON, THOMAS, Lincoln, Butcher July 22at12 Off 
Rec, 10, Bank st, Lincoln 

CooLey, EDWARD, Cononley, Keighley, Auctione r July 
22 at 12 Off Rec, 12, Duke st, Bradford 

DAVIES, THOMAS FRANCIS, Aberavon July 22atil Of 
Rec, Government bidgs, 8t Mary st, swansea 

DUNGWORTH, EDWARD Ma4DIN, jun, Sheffield, Upholsterer 
July 20 atil2 Off Rec, Figtree in, Sheffiel1 

Gener, HAROLD W, Coleman st, Solicitor July 21 atl 
Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 





G:B80N, Hon Victor, Od Bond st July 2 at ll Brisk. 
2 ruptey bidgs, ow at 2 
ILL, ALFRED, & DWARD BUTLER, H a 

Chair Manufacturers July 20 at 10 Rad Lig 
Hotel, High Wycombe 

ISAACS. HARRY JOHN, Reading, Bot Builder July 22 a¢ 
11.30 172, Friar st, Reading 

LAIDMAN, GeorGoe ERnest, Bristol Bridge, Bristol, Scrap 
Metal and Machinery Merchant July 21 at 11.39 
Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

Lock woop, CHARLES, Penis'on-, Yorks, Farmer July 21 
at 10.30 Off Rec, County Court Hall, Regent st 
(Eastgate entrance), B rusley ~ 

MATTHEWS, HENRY CoLLEDGE, Wolverhampton, Har. 
ware Merchant July 21 at 12 Off Rec, 3), Lich. 
fleid st, Wolver'ampton 

MENTASTI, GIOVANNI, Arundell st, Haymarket, Hotel 
Proprietor July 2lat12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

NORTH FREDERICK, Hilier rd, Clapham C »mmon, Insure. 
ance Agent July 2lat 11 132, York rd, Westminster 
Bridge rd 

PAGE, HERBERT, Queen Victoria st, Electrical Kuginesr 
July 22 at ll Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Pott, JAMES, ‘ewtown, New Mills, Derbyshire, Batcher 
July 22 at 11 Off Rec, Castle ch abrs, 6, Vernon ss, 
St ckport 

SARGENT, SOULSBY & Co, Old Bailey, Wholesale Stationers 
Juy 2tat ll Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Tyzern, Maxy ELizapeTH Rosina ELLEY, Falmouth 
July 22at 12 Off Rec, 12, Princes st, Truro 

WARWICK, HERMANN, Francis st, Tottenham Court nd 
July 22at12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

WIBBERLEY, JosEeH, and WILLIAM Henry Hopsos, 
Choriton on Mediock, Manchester, Shop Fitters Jaly 
21 at3 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

WILLIAMS, JoHN HENRY, Llandudno, Butcher July 2 
at 2.30 Prince of W «les Hotel, Liandudno 

WILLIAMS, WALTER TRELIVING, Manchester, Sargeon 
July 21 at 2.30, Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 


ADJUDICATIONS, 
ALDERSON, RuPERT ALTHORPE, Leods, Pawnbrokers 
Assistant Leeds Pet July 8 Ord July 8 
ASHBY, JOAN THOMAS, Shoreham, Sussex Brighton Pet 
Mayl7 Ord July 9 
BERRY, WILLIAM, Shoe In, Engneer High Court Pet 
July 10 Ord July 10 
CANTOR, Lours, Southend on Sea, Commercial T.aveller 
Chelmsford Pet Aug13 Ord July 9 
CHATTERIS, WILLIAM ALFRED, Greit Grimsby, House 
Furnisher Great Grimsby Pet July 10 Ord July 
Cons, WALTER SELBY, and Nora Coss, Kingston on 
Toames, Mineral Water Manufacturers Poole Pet 
Feb 25 Ord July 9 
CouLTER, JAMES, West Hartlepool, Railway Company's 
Clerk Sunderland Pet July9 Ord July 9 
CULLINGTON, WILLIAM Henry WALDEN, Oakham, 
Ratland, Grocer Leicester Pet July 9 Ord July 9 
EpGar, ARTHUR, Leicester, Tailor Leicester Pet July 3 
Ord July 9 
FUNCK, HERMANN FREDERICK GEORGE HENRY, Gloucester 
ter, Bayswater, Ship and Oil Broker High Court 
Pet June4 Ord July 9 
GoLvIE, CHARLES, Twickenham High Court Pet June 15 
Ord July 8 
LAIDMAN, GEORGE ERNEST, Bristol Bridge Bristol Scrap 
Metal and Machivery Merchant Bristol Pet June 
18 Ord July 12 
LEVY, Myer, Cicely rd, Peskham, Retailer of Glass Ware 
High Court PetJune10 Ord Jaly 10 
LocKWOOD, CHARLES, Penistone, Yorks, Farmer Barosley 
Pet July8 ‘rd July 8 
MATTHEWS, FREDERICK ARTHUR, Piddietown, Dorset 
Dairy Manager Dorchester Pet July9 Ord Jaly9 
MATTHEWS, HENRY COLLEDGB, Wolverhampto:, Hard- 
ware Merchant Wolverhampton Pet Julys Ord 
July 8 
MEACOCK, RoBERT ALFRED, Darlington, Auctioneer 
Stockton on Tees Pet July 9 Ord July 9 
MENTASTI, GIOVANNI, Arundel! st,’ Haymarket, Hotel Pro- 
prietor High Court Pet July8 Ord July 5 
NASH, MIRIAM RATOLIF##, Clacton on Sea, Colchester Pet- 
Sept 19 Ord July 8 
OAK-RaInD, ARTHUR HOGARTH, Bexhill on Sea Ha tings 
Pet June8 Ord July 8 
PAGE, HERBERT, Queen Victoria st, Electrical Engineer 
High Court Pet July 8 Ord July 10 
PENDRILL, ALBERT WILLIAM, Winchester st, Pimli>, 
= Proprietor High Court Pet June i7 Ord 
uly 9 
RAMAGE, GRANVILLE CUTHBERT HEPBURN, Lewes, Suss?x 
Eastbourne Pet April 30 Ord July 8 
RASDALL, WILLIAM, York, Hotel Manager Scarborough 
Pet June 9 Ord July 9 
SARGENT, JOHN CHARLES HaVELOcK, Old Bailey, Whole- 
sale Stationers High Court Pet June 2 Ord 
July 10 
TAYLOR, JOHN MILNE, Milnrow, Lanca, Licensed Victualler 
Rochdale Pet July 10 Ord July 10 
THEWLIS, FREDERICK, Crosland Moor, Huddersfield, Rag 
Grinder (journeyman) Huddersfield Pet July 9 Ord 
July 9 , 
WARRILLOW, EVELYN ErHet, Alton, Southampton Win 
chester Pet July 10 Ord July 10 . 
WINDER, Henpert HENRY, and JOHN CITARLES WINDER, 
Avenue rd, Highgate, Exporters High Court Pet 
April 16 Ord July 8 
Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of July 9: ; 
Pott, JAMES, Newtown, New Mills, Derbyshire, Bate ver 
Stockport Pet July 5 July 5 
ADJUDICATIONS ANNULLED. . 
DASHWOOD, FRANK JOHN DB CouRCcY, Euston bidgs, George 
st, Euston High Court Adjud May 7, 1912 Annu! 
June 25, 1915 
DUNBAR, CHARLES GORDON CUMMING, Ramagate High 
Court Adjud July 81909 Annul July 6, 1915 
SpurR, JosePH EDWARD, York, Florist a.d Greengrocer 
York Adjud July 3u 1909 Annul July 6 1915 
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